Google 



This is a digital copy of a book that was preserved for generations on library shelves before it was carefully scanned by Google as part of a project 

to make the world's books discoverable online. 

It has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one that was never subject 

to copyright or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domain books 

are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that's often difficult to discover. 

Marks, notations and other maiginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book's long journey from the 

publisher to a library and finally to you. 

Usage guidelines 

Google is proud to partner with libraries to digitize public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belong to the 
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order to keep providing tliis resource, we liave taken steps to 
prevent abuse by commercial parties, including placing technical restrictions on automated querying. 
We also ask that you: 

+ Make non-commercial use of the files We designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request that you use these files for 
personal, non-commercial purposes. 

+ Refrain fivm automated querying Do not send automated queries of any sort to Google's system: If you are conducting research on machine 
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encourage the 
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help. 

+ Maintain attributionTht GoogXt "watermark" you see on each file is essential for in forming people about this project and helping them find 
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it. 

+ Keep it legal Whatever your use, remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume that just 
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users in other 
countries. Whether a book is still in copyright varies from country to country, and we can't offer guidance on whether any specific use of 
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book's appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in any manner 
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liabili^ can be quite severe. 

About Google Book Search 

Google's mission is to organize the world's information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps readers 
discover the world's books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through the full text of this book on the web 

at |http: //books .google .com/I 



^^ llilill 


liiiiilillilliiliillii ^^H 


,>-' 


■ Kl 


)433 06823727 4 ^^^^^^ 




1 


fc*..„ 


■i?iS» " 


T 


:gip^tA^ 




J 


liv;-^-^^"-^'''^^ 


^!t . 


1 


K# ,■ 








■•' tSS-: -% 


T 


1(1 ' 'i''- 


"^IS-- H 


It 


.T«"1'V' \ "**■ 








, -^.gsf.,''* a 






1 



. £ 

■J 



THE 



AGE 



O F 



INFIDEL I T Y: 



PART n. 



PRICE 2S. 6d. 



THE 



A G E 



OF 



I N F I D E J. I T Y: 



PART n. 



IN ANSWER TO THE SECOND PAR.T OF 

THE AGE OF REASON. 

WITH SOME ADDITIONAL REMARKS UPON THE FORMER. 



^^>^><0^ 



Br A LATMAN^ 
THE SECOND EDITION. 



Reafon purjued is Faith ; and unpurjued 
Where Faith inviteSf ^tis Reafon then no more : 
jind fuch OVR proof i that, or our Faith is right f 
Or Reafon lies, and Heaven dejign'd it wrong. 

Young, 



iLonHon : 

PRINTED FOR W. BUTTON, P ATBRNOSTER-ROW. 



1796. 



- \ 



92980 y) 

^^ V/ V/^ w w. - 



Mdinqi 

NUMBER> 
OP 190lJ 



49Sa 




Ill m^'mLiLULg" 



p R E F A C E, 



'With the fate of Thomas Painej as defcribed in the 
preface to his Second Part of the Age of Reafon, I have 
no farther concern than as I owe a tear to every fcene of 
human wretchednefs, and feel for the miferies of Tyranny, 
whether Princely or Republican. 

Since Mr. P.*s enlargement he has feen feveral Anfwers 
to the former part of The Age ofReaJon^ — ^^ written, fome 
in America and fome in England," — and it has happened, 
that all of tftem " have been written by Priests." A 
capital crime this ! that men who have devoted their lives to 
Ae fervice of Chriftianity, fliould defend it ! — ^Wcre the 
laws of England to be attacked, where (hould we look for 
vindicators, but to the Profeffors of the Law ? Or were 
fome ignorant defperado to attack the Science of Medicine, 
to whom fhould we look for its defence fo naturally as to 
Medical Profeffors ? 

But fuppofe the Priefts had all been filent, what then 
would Mr. P. have faid of them ? What name of oppro- 
brium would have been thought bad enough for men that 
fhould daftardly betray the caufe they are, as he fays, paid 
for fupporting ?.^What then, muft thofe men neither be 
filent, nor reply ? or are they reduced to the fad fatality of 
erring every way ? 

But 
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Biit they arc Priejis ! Priejis ! and the continued re- 
iteration of that cant term is anfwer fufEcient to every 
thing they can advance. Efpecially, as " the fum total of 
a parfon's learning, with very few exceptionsi is, a b, ab j 
and hie, ha^c, hoc ; and their knowledge of fcience is, 
three times one is three ♦.** — Admirably faid by the learned 
and fcientific Thomas Paine ! How confiftently do fuch 
Writers pour contempt on univerfities and fchools of fcience, 
to v^^ich they, indeed, have no obligations ! — " Verily, ye 
are the men, and wifdom fliall die with you !" 

It has happened, however, a little oddly, that T. P. 
has feen no Anfwers but what have been written by Priefts, 
when feveral have been publiflied, written profefledly by 
Laymen ; and, efpecially, as the former part of the " Age 
of Infidelity," has been printed, not only at London, but 
alfo at Philadelphia and New- York : perhaps, indeed, he 
may have feen fuch a pamphlet ; but, full of ^he idea, that 
none but Priefts value the Bible, he refufed to credit the 
Title-page, and concluding this alfo the work of fome 
Prieft, never troubled himfelf to look within f . 

* Age of Reafon, Part II. p. 87. 
t Though Mr. P. has not condefcended to notice any of 
his opponents, a Mr. Dutton, one of his admirers, has under- 
taken his defence. This gentleman, with equal virulence 
and enmity to Chriftianity, appears to poffefs confiderably 
more learning and knowledge of his fubjeft. He hath how-* 
ever confined his attention to the attacks of Dr. Prieftley and 
Mr. Wakefield, for which he hath no doubt very fufficient 
rcafons. It is the duty of a Ikilful general to afTault his 
enemy in the moft vulnerable part ; and I confefs that I fo far 
agree with him as to admit that Chriftianity cannot be fuC- 
cefsfully defended on Unitarian (or Socinian) principles, and 
that for feveral rcafons : as for inftance. They deny the in- 
fpi ration, and reje6l many of the [avowed opinions of theSa- 
cied Writers, and, in fad, give up many important parts of 

Scrip- 
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But howfoever, and by whomfoever, Mr. P. has hitherto 
been attacked, let them now tremble ! for within two years 
after writing againft the Bible, he has procured the fight 
of one — ^yea, he has *' furniflied himfelf with a Bible and 
Teftament," and thus formidably equipped, like a boy for 
fchool, he fallies forth, ^^ breathing out threatenings," and 
waging war with Scriptures, Truthj Decency, and Com- 
mon jSenfe. 

Be it known, however, to fuch Knights-errant of Infide- 
lity, that the friends of Revelation have no fear either for 
themfelves, or for their caufe. While they fmile at the ig- 
norance of the man, and pity the madnefs of his attempt, 
they alfo pray for him, not without a hope, that that 
Jesus who delights in converting enemies to friends, may 
add him to the many thoufands who have loved and de- 
fended to the death, that religion they once perfecuted 
and defpifed; — Such is at leaft the prayer of this writer, 
and let every reader fay — Amen ! 

T. W, 

P. S. The following Anfwer was written, and the re- 
ferences are made to the firft edition of the Seco;id Part of 
the Age of Reafon publiflied by Mr. Symonds; finc€ 
which, the author has examined Mr. Eaton's edition, but 
has not been able to difcover any dirFerence except in 
the number of the pages, and a few literal miftakes. 

Scripture — *' But it would be endlefs (as Mr. Dutton ob- 
fervcs) to animadvert upon all the abfurdities and inconfirt- 
encies to which a fartial belief in the word of God (as the 
Scriptures are ftileJ) muft necefTarily and invariably lead.'* 
For this reafon, I have taken up the fubje^ on very different 
jgrounds. 
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It is certainly very condefccnding in Mr* P. to 
fct his antagonifts right, and to teach thofe who 
may have the temerity to attack hitti, that " they 
may know how to begin." Sage of Europe 
and America ! we fit at thy feet, and liften to 
thine inftrudlions. 

The firfl; remark is an oracle to us all.—" Be- 
fore any thing can be admitted as proved by the 
Bible, the Bible itfelf muft be proved to be true :'* 
and we join iffue on the queftion — '^Whether 
there is fufficient authority for believing the Bible 
to be the word of God, or whether there is 
not*?''' 

• Age of Rcafon, Part IL p. i. 
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One prcvioas remark, however, merits ocr 
attention, bccaufc it exhibits the true ground of 
nfidelity : *' Speaking for mjrfelf (fers he) if 
I had nodther cvUcncc that the BiUe b fidxik)as, 
than xhcjacrifi^^ ImM^ wBoh to beKeTC it to be true, 
that ak^ne woiild be fufficient to determine my 
choice f/' Honeftly confefled! Infidck hate 
the BiUe, for the fame rcafon diat Ahab hated 
Micaiah : ^^ I hate him, laid the king, for be never 
prophccicth good tome, but always evil J." Yc3, 
religion doth rcqmrc /acrificcsj not o( the feelings 
of humanity, as our author pretends ; but of be- 
loved vices, prejudices, and paflions : eafe, plea* 
fure, intereft, muft all, in their turns, be iacri- 
ficed at God's altar, and we muft cake up our 
crofs and follow Chrift, to be his genuine difci- 
pies. Let Mn P. fearch lus own heart, and he 
win find that fuch are the facrifices which keep 
him from embracing chriffianity. 

This by way of introdu&ion : let us now at- 
tend to Mr. P/s ^gumcntSy or it leaft to what 
he has offered under that name. 

f Page 3 I 2CiaoB.xTiiL 7. 
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SECTION I. 

OF THE TEST OF EVIDENCE. 

Here ourauthor undertakes to fhew " wherein 
the Bible differs from all other antient writings, 
with refpeft to the nature of the evidence ne- 
ceffary to eftablifh its authenticity * " 

There is but one antient book it feems, " that 
authoritatively challenges umver/al confent and 
Miefy" namely, Euclid's Elements i and that, un- 
luckily, challenges m belief at all, " becaufe it 
is a book of felf-evident demonftration." " But 
it is quite otherwife with the books afcribed to 
Mofes, to Jofhua, to Samuel, &c. thofe are bookis 
of teftimovy.'* True ! the books of fcripture are 
not mathematical, and therefore do not challenge 
our belief: and books of mathematics are not 
books of teftimony, and therefore' cannot ; be- 
caufe faith, if I am not ftrangely deceived, is 
the crediting a teftimony. 

But to proceed 5 " The whole of our belief, 
as to the authenticity of thofe books, refts, in 
the firft place, upon the certainty that they were 
written by Mofes, Jofhua, and Samuel i fecondly 

• Page 3. 
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upon the credit we give to their teftimonyt/' 
The whole and[every part of this reafoning (if 
wc muft call itTB) is wrong ; for, 

1 . We pretend no certainty that Jolhua and Sa- 
muel were written by thofe authors. It is very 
poflible that thofe books might be called by their 
names, bccaufe they relate to the times. and hif- 
tory of thofe perfons. Nor would it be any mate- 
rial injury to their credit if they could be proved 
to have been written by other perfons, fince they 
are all anonymous, the titles being efteemed no 
authentic part of the books ; or if they were, 
not afferting fo much the author (except in the 
Pentateuch) as the fubjeft of the hiftories. Our 
belief, therefore, does not " reft upon the cer- 
tainty that they were written by Jofliw,** &c. 

2. Our belief does not reft upon the credit we 
give to their teftimony ;*' becaufe our belief is 
the credit we give to their teftimony > and to 
make it reft upon itfelf, is to make it reft upon 
nothing, like the faith of our opponents, 

" The greateft part of the other antient books 
are works of genius : of which kind are thofe 
afcribedto Homer, to Plato, &c. Here again 
the author is not an ejQTential in the credit wc give 
to any of thofe works 5 for as works of genius, they 
would have the fame merit they have now, were 

t Page 4. 
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they anonymous *•" And irfiat then ? Many 
parts of fcripturc are works of genius, as Pfalms 
Proverbs, &c. Therefore, their being anony- 
mous (fuch of them as are fo) can be no objeo 
tion to their authority, 

^^ As to the hiftorians, from Herodotus tp Ta- 
dtiis, we credit them as far as they relate things 
probable and credible, and no farther f .'* This 
is the tefi of hiftoric evidence : let us examine it. 

I. This teft leads to infinite errors and mit 
takes > for, on this principle, the author of a 
probable fable dcfervcs credit before the relator 
of extraordinary fafts, however authentic. And 
the hiftory of Jofeph Andrews is better authenti- 
cated, than the life of Alexander Selkirk ; thou^ 
the latter is founded in fad, and the former in 
romance. It is ^fo very far from true, that thofe 
Jiiftories which feem mofl: probable are the moft 
certain. The inventor of a narrative ihidies 
probability, but the hiitorian fimple truth; if 
his incidents are fads it is no part of his bufineis 
to render, them plaufible. 

a. It is not on the credibility of the fafts fimply 
confidered, but on the credibility of the author 
that we confide. We are to confider his charac- 
ter for veracity, his judgment, his means of infor- 

* 

• Page 4. f lb. 
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mation— his circumftances — the concurrent tcfti- 
mony of other writers and of tradition, and the 
remaining monuments, if any> of the fafts which 
he alledges. How far thefe remarks apply to 
Mofes and the writers of theoldTeftament, will be 
fcen in the next feftion. ' Here we Ihall only ap- 
ply them to fome circumftances related by Tacitus 
and Jofephus, which Mr» P. fays "are quite as 
well authenticated as the Bible miracles.*'* 

Let us firft examine the *^two miracles which 
Tacitus relates were performed by Vefpafian, that 
of curing a lame man, and a blind man, injuft the 
fame manner as the fame thmgs are told of Jefus 
Chrift, by his hiftorians." — Injuftthejame manner i 
this renders them fufpicious, becaufe it gives them 
the appearance of copies and not originals : By 
Tacitus : now Tacitus was an enemy to Chriftians,. 
and therefore probably invented them to rival the 
miracles of Jefus. — They were wrought by 
Vejpafian^ originally an obfcure njan, but now 
afpiring to the empire, in which attempt they 
were calculated to afTift him : They were witneffed 
by his courtiers, and it is nothing wonderful for 
fuch men to flatter.— They were probably the feats 
rather oiApllonius than of Vefpafian. ApoUonius 
was a miracle -mo^iger and attempted to ape many 
of the miracles of Jefus. After all, admitting the 

fafts 

♦ Pages. 
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fafts, and fuppofing none of thefe fufpicious cir- 
cumftances to have attended them, they were not 
wrought to confirm a divine miffion, nor continued 
and repeated on different occafions, as were thofe 
of Jefus and his Apoftles. 

If the paffage of Alexander was miraculous, the 
miracle was not wrought by him : he • had no more 
hand in effefting it than Thomas Paine. It was 
rather a providential circumftance to favour his 
defigns, fo far as they went to the fulfillment of 
the divirte purpofcs, and facred prophecy. But 
that it was at all miraculous is more than doubt- 
ful. Jofephus is not very confident, and neither 
Strabo * nor Plutarchf appear to believe a word 
about it. 

Thefe obfervations not only fhew the vanity of 
fuch preteiifions to miraculous power 5 but, as none 
of thefe objeftions can apply to the fcripture 
miracles, they fliew the falfehood of Mr. P.*s afler- 
tion, that the former are ^^ quite as well authenti- 
Wted'' as the latter, 

• Lib. xiv, t In ^it* Alejc* 
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SECTION IL 

Mit# PAINE'S objections AGAINST THE BOOK.S OF 

MOSES ANSWERED. 

Our firft objeft of enquiry in this fcftion is 
whether Mofes wrote the, Pentateuch, which 
queftion, though not effential to its authority, i^ 
certainly of>confiderable importance. The fol- 
lowing rcflc&ions lead to the affirmative. 

1. From the earlieftagcs, fomc memorials feem 
to haVe been made of public or extraordinary 
events, by ftones and monumental pillars ♦. The 
ufe of hieroglyphics, or pifture- writing, was alfo 
very ancient, as we find it in moft rude nations, 
and particularly among the old Egyptians ; and 
this was a fecond method of prefcrving public 
events. After the invention of letters which was 
probably by Mofes, /i&^ would naturally be made 
ufe of. Mofes wrote his laws, and recorded many 
circumftances by divine direftion. After his time 
the lame method was purfued by his fucceffors. 

2. Thefe accoujits were always made by pcr- 
fons of the greateft eminence and authority, as 
feers, prophets, or infpired fcribes, who con- 
ne£kcd hiftory with laws, fafts and reafons, pre- 
didtions and events. 

»f See Gen. xviii. i8. xxxi. 13, ji, 52. xxxy. 20. 

4. As 
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5.. As thefe accounts became voluminous, they 
Were abridged, when confufed they were arranged, 
(not always chronologically) and where imperfedt 
coitipletedi and this always by perfons of equal 
authority with, the original writers. Thefe in 
tranfcribing, it fhould feem, fometimes changed 
obfolcte names of perfons and places, for others 
more modern, added certain notes and explanatory 
remarks by way of parenthefis, the original way 
probably of writing notes* 

4. As frefh Works were formed Ibme of the 
former funk into difufe, as the book of Jafher, of 
the Wars of .the Lord,* &c. which were perhaps 
the original minutes from which Jolhua, Samuel, 
Kings, &c. were compofed* 

5. The authors of thefe records, primary and 
fecondary, whoever they might be, appear from 
the books themfelves to have been perfons of 
integrity and impartiality, from the record of their 
own fins and infirmities, the crimes of their nation, 
and the threatliings of God againfl: them on that 
account. Moreover, thcirfi:yle was pcrfedly fimple 
and unadorned, whenever they relate hiftorical 
events, and the manners they defcribe perfeftly 
congenial with the fl:ate of the early ages. Thefe 
remarks might be iiluftrated to great advan- 
tage by comparing the fcripture hiftory witlj that 
of Jofephus, which is borrowed from it, but who 

• Jolh, X. 13. Num. xxi. 14. 
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Aatters the national charaftcr of his countrymen, 
palliates or conceals their crimes, foftens what- 
ever he apprehended might difguft his Gentile 
readers, and forms eloquent and vtificial ha- 
rangues for the heroes of. his work* 

6. It is a ftrong confirmation of the authority 
of thcfe books, particularly the Pentateuch, that 
they were not works of mere genius or curioui 
fciencc, but legiflative, and confequently intereft* 
ed the whole nation in their authenticity and pre- 
fervation. Moreover they were the foundation of 
many troublefome, painfull andexpenfive rites, 
rites which expofed them to political and perfonal 
dangers, and to the contempt and ridicule of all 
the furrounding nations* 

7.^Thefe hints naturally account for the in- 
troduftion of fmall and trivial errors in dates, 
names, and numbers, which muft neceffarily 
happen in tranfcribing, without a perpetual mi- 
liacle. If we add, the original method of writing 
on tablets and ftones, it will alfo account for 
fome tranfpofitions and chronological errors, of 
no great confequence, but of wonderful ufc to mo- 
dern deiftical writers- At the fame time it is to be 
confidered that the public and conftant reading of 
the law was a perpetual check on fuch miftakes, 
and the beft f^cfervative againft others of more 
importance* 

8. Several 
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8. Several of thcfc circuipftances make it highly 
probable that Mofes was the author of the books 
afcribed to him, and, in my humble opinion, of 
literal writing itfelf. His education in Egypt 
made him perfcft mafter of the hieroglyphic 
fcience, and the tables written by the finger of 
God perhaps conveyed the firft knowledge of 
letters. Thus was he qualified for tranflatiftg the 
ancient monuments, as well as recording the law* 
given to him. His travels made him acquainted 
with national traditions and whatever records the 
Hebrews might have preferved in their captivity 
would naturally fall into his hands. Above all his 
'mfpirztion, his miraculous powers, and long refi* 
dencc in the mount with God (where he probably 
received the account of the creation, fall, &c.) 
ftamp the higheft authority on whatever he wrote 
or faid; 

9. The general confent of tradition and the 
authority of Jefus Chrift, put the matter beyond 
all reafonable doubt. The Jews are unanimous. 
Among the Greeks Diodorus Siculus, Strabo, 
Xx>nginus, and Chalcidius, with feveral others 
mention Mofes, with more or lefs refpeft, as the 
writer of certain laws and hiftories, and fome of 
them fpeak of him as infpired*. Jefus Chrift 
conftantly refers to him as the' author of the Pen- 

• See Clark's Grotius, Dever'.tatc, Bk. I. § 16. 

C 2 V^^oiisSsak 
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tatcuch, and to his authority as dccifivc and divine, 
^^ They have Mofes and the prophets, let them 
hear them*/' 

io. There is nothing in the books themfelves 
fufficient to refute the opinion. This brings us 
to the objeftions Mr. P. has alledged againft it. 
They are, 

(i.) Mofes fpeaks of himfelf in the third per- 
fon f. A mark this both of his modefly and his 
judgment. So did Julius Caefar, and others among 
the antients: on fome occafions the moderns 
have done the fame, and our critic grants they 
have a right to do fo. 

(2.) Mofes commends himfelf as J *^ the meek- 
eft § man upon earth." (Numb. xii. 3.) But if 
Mofes tvas the villain Mr. P. defcribes him, he 
furely would not fcruple a litde felf-commenda- 
tion : this, therefore, ought to be no objeftion 
with him. Nor am I certain, that there is any 
thing faid that ^' modeft man need be afhamed 
of. At leaft, I am certain deiftical writers (Rof- 
feau for inftance) have faid a great deal more. 

After 

• Luke xvi, 29. 31. See ^Ifq Matt. xix. 7. Mark xii. ig. 
Lukexuv. 17. John i. 17. 45. v. 46. vii. 13. ix. 28, 29. 

t Page 6. J lb. 

§ I am 4oubtful whether or not in this cafe the original 
term may not intend rather a lueaknefs than a virt^e ; and im- 
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After all, as the words are a parenthefisj it is 
moft probable they were added by another hand 5 
and are to be confidered, either as a reafon why 
be did not reply to his enemies, but the Lord ; or 
elfc they are infmuatcd as an anfwer to the charge 
of his enemies, and imply, that fo far, from af- 
fuming an authority to which he was not deputed, 
his difpofition was rather to withdraw, even when 
his call was moft evident, as appears in anothe|- 
inftance *. 

Here by the way I beg leave to repiark the 
conduft of Providence in choofing the weakefi: 
inftruments to efFeft the greateft ends. For a tem- 
poral leader and deliverer, the firfl: qualifications 

ply, that Mofes wa? naturally very timid and mild> even to a 
fault. 

"oy (from roy) is afflifled, diftrefled, in body or circum- 
fcances, and from thence applied to the mind, a perfon hum- 
bled, deptcffcd, deeply affeaed (the radical idea) by affliaion. 
[Sp^Parkhprfc] 

Mr. Dutton (Vindication,'p. 114) triumphs upon finding 
Mofes in fevcral inftances hafty, and angry : but he muft 
know little of hum^n nature not to obfervc, that the mild eft 
and hnmbleft charadlers are expofed to this weaknefs. In 
fad meeknefs, in the fcripturc fenfe at leaft, is oppofed, not to 
pa/Iion, fo much as pride and haugh^inefs. It is a common re- 
mark, that the beft tempered people ^rc often the moft paf • 
fionate. 

* Exod.iii. xi— -ij. iv. 10—13, ^c. 
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ftem to be military Ikill^ fortiti]de» and popular 
addrefs^ in all which he was remarkably dcficient> 
and continued fo even to the end ; agreeable to 
the remark of St. Paul in another cafe— God hath 
put this treafure in earthen yefiels> that the glory 
might appear to be of himfelf. 

3. Mofes could not be the author of the Pen- 
tateuch^ becaufe he varies in ftating the fourth 
conmiandmentin Exodus and Deuteronomy ; i. e. 
in the former he urges it from a motive taken from^ 
the creation^ in the latter^ from another derived 
from the Exodus^ or departure from Egypt *-, as 
if the enforcement of the fame precept by two 
different motives made two difcordant precepts ! 
Fie upon fuch difingenuity ! 

4. Gen. xiv. 14. mentions Dan which was not 
at that time the name of the place alluded to f — 
conieqiiently this name mult have been inferted by 
fome later fcribe or prophet ; unlefs there, were 
two places called by the fame name^ a thing (by 
the bye) not at all uncopmion. 

5. Gen. xxxvi. 3 1 — 9. fays, there were kings 
in Edom before there were any in Ifrael :{;. If Mo- 
fes wrote this he anticipated the Jcwifh monarchy, 
as it is certain he did in Deut. xvii. 14, 1 5. If. he 
did not, fome later writer fubjoined thefe chrono- 

• Page 9. t P" "• t P. 12. 
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logical vcrfcs from Chronicles : but will this provC 
the latter book was 'firft written ? 

6. Exodus xvi. 35. fays, the children of Ifracl 
did eat manna till they came to the borders of Ca-* 
naan * j but how fhould Mofes know this ? — Bc- 
caufe he came to the borders of Canaan, and died 
there- 

7. Deut. vii. 11. fays, that the bedftead of Of , 
the gi^nt-king of Bafhan, was in Rabbah or Rab- 
bath, which was not taken by the Ifraclites until 
the times of David f : the moft natural folution of 
this difficulty is, that this verfe, from *^ Behold 
his bedftead,'' where the parenthefis begins, was 
alfo inferted by a later writer j and I believe there 
may m all be four or five fuch little additions to 
the five books of Mofes, 

Laftly, the book of Deuteronomy concludes 
with the death and charafter of Mofes, which it 
was impoffiWe for himfelf to write J. — Granted: 
but it is very common to fubjoin to memoirs of an 
author's life and times, fome account of his death 
and charafter. Joflma might do this for Mofes 
—Samuel for Jofliua— David or Gad for Samuel, 
and fo on. 

So much for the objeftlons to believing Mofes 
wrote the books ufuaHy attributed to him, which 

• Page 16. fP. «;. t P' 8. 
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appear to me, an4 1 fhould fuppofe to the readcfy 
trifling and inconclufive in the extreme. The 
following objeftions are more important and ma- 
lignant, ar^d go to prove that Mofes was an 
impoftor, and received not from God, either his 
laws, or his commiflion. 

I. Mr. P. endeavours to prove that certaiil of 
of the Jewifh laws were cruel and fanguinary, and 
therefore not of God as was pretended -, the in- 
ftance he gives is taken from Deut. xxi. i8. — 21. 
which he pronounces '^an inhuman and brutifh law, 
which authorizes parents to bring their children to 
have them ftoned to death, for what it is pleafed to 
call ftubbornnefs*." In this law we are to remark 

1 . The charafter of the culprit, a /ofty not a 
daughter i a ftubborn and rebellious fon, a glut- 
ton and a drunkard : certainly a moft vicious and 
abandoned charadter. 

2. His parents muft reprove and correft him re- 
peatedly, and until there is no hope of amendment. 

. 3. Then they muft both agree to bring him to 
the Magiftrate, the power of life and death not 
being intrufted with the parents, as in the laws o* 
the antient Greeks and Romans. 

4. The magiftrates were to examine into the 
cafe, and (at leaft if we may believe the Jewifh 

* Page 9. 
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commentators) juftice only was to be executed, 
when all hope of reformation was cut off*, 

II. Mr. P. argues ftill more forcibly from the 
injunftion of Mofes to his nation, to deftroy their 
enemies : a feature in his charafter wRieh makes it 
according to our Philofopher, " the moft horrid 
that can be imagined |.'' Let us examine this alfo. 

The firft inftance he produces is from Numb. 
xxxi. which enjoins and defcribes the dcftrudion 

of the Midianites. 

The feverity of Mofes can only be juftified by 
the command of God: this the hiftory aflcrts; but 
that aiSertion, Mr. P. thinks contradifted by the 
nature of the cafe, becaufe it is abhorent from the 
Deity to require the deftruftion of his creatures; 
and more particularly, to require them to deftroy 
one'another. This is the objeftion in all its ftrength ; 
only in this inftance, there is fuppofed to be equal 
cruelty in fparing as in deftroying ; becaufe while 
all the males were deftroyed, children as well as 
adults, the female children arid virgins were all to 
be fpared, as he tells us for proftitution J. For 
t!he latter aflertion there is no foundation either in 
faft or probability : it is purely an addition of his 
own, and indicates that the objector, tliought it ne- 
ceflary to exaggerate, in order to produce the efFeft 

• See Ainfworth in Loc. f Page 14. I Page 15. 
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upon hi^ readers which he defired. The deftruftioi^ 
of the pther women who were either married or 
debauched, is accounted for, by recoUefting that 
they had enticed the Ifraelites to fin* Our author 
knows, or ought to have known, before he meddled 
with this controverfy, that in the early heathen na- 
tions, numbers of lewd women were confecrated 
to fornication and idolatry, a trace of which is ftill 
to be found among the dancing girls of Egypt and 
of India : fuch probably were many of thefe wo- 
men, and fucH therefore was their punifhment. 
As to the males, they were appointed to deftruftion 
that the nation might be extirpated, which was 
impoffible while any of the male iffue were pre- 
ferved. 

in. We come now to the general queftion as it 
refpefts the equity of extirpating the feven litdc na- 
tions that occupied the Land of Promife, which is, 
perhaps, the.moftfcrious objection that has been, or 
can be, alledged againft thf credibility of facred 
hiftory, and demands a candid and deliberate dif- 
cuffipn. 

I . The firft thing to be confidered is the fovcT 
reignty of (iod, whofe ^re the lives and poffeffions 
of all his creatures. Moft unqueftionably the 
Almighty hath an abfolute right over mankind, 
confidered even as innocent, to place or difplace 
them wherever he thinks proper; and to take 

way 
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6Way the life he communicated, where he hai 
giren no affurance to the contrary. 

a» This right will appear ftrongerand more in- 
conteftible, when it is added, that all mankind are 
finners j a faft fo glaring that it can hardly be 
denied by any man in his fenfes, however it may be 
palliated or diflembled. 

3. In the cafe before us the moral character of 
thefe nations merits particular attention. The 
only account of them exifting defcribes them as 
wicked in the extreme. They are particularly 
charged with grofs idolatries, unnatural lewdnefs, 
and the moft detellable cruelties, in . facrificing 
their children to their idpls*. 

4. Thefe nations were early corrupted and de- 
praved and the Lord had long patience with them. 
So early as the time of Abraham their guilt is 
mentioned, and the land promifed to his de- 
fcendants -, but the Lord waited till the fourth ge- 
neration, bccaufe their iniquities were not full f ; 
that is, they were not yet arrived to that height 
that required their immediate deftruftion. 

5. After the time of God's forBearancc was ex- 
pired, they had ftill the alternative, cither to flee 
clfewhere, as in fa<5t many of them did ; or to fur- 
render themfclves and renounce their idolatries 



• Exod. jocxbf, 10—16. Levit. xviU. 19—28. 
Dcut. xiL 3, 3, t Gen. xV. 16. 
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and lerve the God of Ifrael, in whi^h cafe it appears 
there was mercy for them. For the command of 
God runs thus : " When thou comeft nigh unto a 
city to fight againft it, then proclaim peace unto it. 
And it fhall be, if it make thee anfwcr of p^dce, 
and open unto thee, then it ihall be, that all th^ 
people that is found therein Ihall be tributaries unto 
thee, and they fhall fervc thee. And if it will 
make no peace with thee, but will make war againft 
thee, then thou (halt befiege it; and when thi^. 
Lord thy God hath delivered it into thine hands, 
thou (halt fmite cvtry male thereof with the edge 
of the fword. But the Women, and the littk oiies> 
and the cattle, and all that is in the city, even all 
the fpoil thereof Ihalt thou take unto thyfetf: ^nd 
thou fhall eat the fpoil of thine ehetnies, which tht. 
Lord thy God hath given thee. Thus fhalt thou* 
do unto all the cities which afe very /or off from 
thee> which are not of thi cities of thefe nations. 
But of the cities of thefe people, which the Lord 
thf God' doth give thee for an inheritance, thou 
fhalt (i. e. in the like cafe of their obftinacy,) 
fave alive nothing that breatheth*/' &e. 

That this utter deflruftion was only to take, 
place in cafes of obfHnacy and refiftance, I infer 
both from the rcafoh of the denunciation, and 

♦ Dcut. XX. ic— 16. 
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from fcvcral h&s attending its execution. tIic 
rcafon why they Were to be cut off is ftated to be 
*^ That . they teach you not to do after all their 
abominations*/* whitJh reafon would not hold 
gdod in cafe of theit repentance and turning from 
their idols, ib WorfhiJ) the God of Ifrael. 

The fafts ifroiti which I feafbn are thefe which 
foHow. Aftfef the conqueft of the country, wc 
are toM ** TherCW^ not a city that made peace 
with the chifdreh of Ifrael, favc the Hivites the 
Inhabitants of Gibcon: all other they took in 
battle ; for it wai of the Lord to harden their hearts 
that they fbouM come out againft Ifrael in battle 
that he might deftroy them utterly f." This cef- 
tamly impHes that they h^d the opportunity of 
peace, if they had tfiotight propir to accept if the 
propofed terrfts* That the Lord hardened their 
hearts, I confider as a judicial blindnefs inflifted on 
them, for their repeatedly hardening their hearts 
againft him, as was the cafe with Pharaoh, and 
others. So Maimonides fuppofes, they rejefted 
the firft oJfFers of peace, and the Lord puniihed 
them by refufing them any farther opportunities. 

The cafe of the Gibeonites fecms to confirm 
this J, ihafmuch as it is difficult to conceive that 

•^Ver. 1 8. t Jofh. xi. 19, 20» 

X It may be objected, if the Ifraeliites were to procUdm peace, 
whence the need of fuch policy in the Gibeonites ? The anfwer 
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another criminal charge which extends to the whole 
people, who were, according to Mr^ P. " A 
nation of rufliAns and cut^throats." To this I 
reply, 

(i.) The charge is at leaft equally applicable to 
the moft boafled nations of wtiquity ; for inftance^ 
the Greeks and Romans. And if we defcend to 
opr own times what better can be faid of the con- 
dwft of the French people ? Not to name fomc 
other nations who feem equally to delight in 
blood. 

(2.) The Lord did not choofe the Ifraelites, 
ibecaufe they were better than any other nation : 
but he chofe then> to give an example of his mercy^ 
patience andHpng-fuffering. 

(3.) They were not fo uniformly bad as they 
have been reprefented by their enemies. At fome 
periods they were . more virtuous than at others. 
They had fome remarkable feafons of national re- 
pentance afui reformation, as in the time of Jofiah ; 
which are not to be equalled in the hiilory of 
heathen nations. 

If we view them in comparifqn with other 
nations, we muft alfo confefs, if they were fangui- 
nary, others were more fo ; if th^y engaged in. 
war, diey only did that by authority of heaven 
which others did without: and if they were par- 
tially idolatrous, others were wholly and con- 

tiftiwlly fp. 
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SECTION III. 

I^BJECtlOns TO THE REST OF THE Oht) TESTAMENT, 

FROM JOSHUA TO SOLOMON'S SONG* 

.t 

The book of Joshua is generally fujppofcd to 
have been written by him ; I rather incline to 
think tliat Jolhua wrote the book of Jajher, and 
that fome other infpired perfon, (perhaps Samuel) 
extradted this book therefrom, andcbmprized in 
It what was j udged important to pofterity. 

There is however a circuniftance in this book 
quite incredible tp Mr. P. becaufe it is fublime, 
and the fublime is with hiqi much the fame as th« 
ridiculous*. The principle faft appears to m« 
thus. The time of the miracle was evening when 
i fuppofe the fun was fetting in mount Gibeon, 
and the moon arifmg in the valley of Ajalon. 
Both thcfe lights f might be miraculoufly pro- 
traded, fo as even to continue all nig^t, with- 
out putting the machine of nature into confulion^ 
or alarming all the world :];• 

• P. 20. 

f It is obfervabk that the Hebrews, tndre exa£l in this re«» 
ipedl than ourfelves, ufe different words for the fun and moon, 
accbniing as they intend either the orbs themfelves, or the 
rays of heat and light which are emitted from them. The 
latter are ufed in this place. 

X But if fuch an event had happened Mr. P. fays " the tfadi- 
lion of it \fouId have been unhrerfal ; whereas there is not a na- 
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Again, our author makes^lwinfctf ^6ry merry 
bccaufe the angel of the Lard appears to Jofhua 
to order him to full off bis Jhoe *; but is he fure that 
was all ? To me it appears evident that the con- 
vcrfation is continued in the. following chapter^ 
where the Lord, as this angel (who was Chrift) 
IS frequently called in other places f , direfts him 
how he fhould proceed in the fiege of Jeritho, 
and promifes fuccefs. Iffo, our author begins to 
laugh too foon> and all the fault here is an inju- 
dicious divifionof the chapters. 

•^ Ruth, an idle, bungling ftory, fooUlhly told, 
nobody knows by whom, about a ftroUing country 
girl creeping flily to bed to her coufinBoazlj:/' 
Mighty witty I but if this is all that can be ob- 
jcftcd to the faft> it might be a true ftory notwidi- 

tion in the world that knows any thing about it :" (p. *o) I am 
not fure of this, and perhaps Mr. Paine would have faid much 
• fcfs of it had he read a little more. All I can recoUeft at pre,- 
fenton thefabje^kis thatHeroditus, (lib. II.) mentions a tradi- 
tion of the Egyptian pr'cils that the {Im had twice rifen and 
fet in an unufual manner, which might probably be feme cor- 
rupt tradition of the miracles in the times of Jolhua and Hezc- 
kl£h. And theauthors of the Modern Univerial Hiflory, (vol. 
YIIL pr 358*) mention an extraordinary fad among the Chi- 
nefe, which they itfer to this^ miracle ; but I lay no ftrefs on 
thefe traditions, and cite them only to lepro^ve Mr. P.'&dogma- 
tirm. 

• ti 35v Note f?.2Z. i P. 23. 
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ftanding it were not a wife one : and if our author 
had the candour tp enquire a little into the manncre 
of the country, and of antiquity, he might pofTible 
find an apology even for the behaviour of this 
*' ftr oiling country girl/' The moral of the hif- 
tory is evidently full of hofpitality, and benevo- 
lence, and gives an inftruftive leffon on Providence. 
Foolifhi however, as it is, ^Thom^fon hath bor- 
ro^¥ed from it one of the beft incidents of his beau* 
tiful poem on the Seafons, namely, the ftory of 
Palemon and Lavinia. 

The book of Judges, our author is likewife furc 
mull have been written in or after David's time *. 
It may be fo i but if it was compiled from au- 
thentic contemporary records, and by an approved 
prophet, it is enough, efpecially as the book pre- 
tends to neither name nor date. 

The firft book of Samuel was mod likely began 
by that prophet, the fecond with the four follow- 
ing books appear from internal evidence f to be 
the works of Nathan, Gad, and fucceeding pro- 
phets. But thefe things are of two little import- 
ance to merit minute enquiry. 

, It is made a blemilh in thele books that they 
contain narratives of treachery, cruelty, alTaflin- 
ation^ falfchocd, &c. but, in the name of com- 

* P. 22. f Sec I Chron, xxi.Y. 29. 
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mon fcnfe, is this the fault of the hiftorians ? Arc 
not all public records full of crimes, and muft 
we reduce the face of hiftory to an imiverfal 
blank ? or fliall we make it a canon for hiftorians 
to mention no events^ bu? flich as are plealing and 
honourable to human nature ? 
' All Mr. P.'s labour in proving that Samuel did 
not write the account of his own death, and the 
events which followed *, might have been fpared ; 
nobody pretends that he did, and.nothing but igr. 
norance could lead him to perform fuch a work 
of fuper-e rogation. But in the firft book our 
author thinks he has difcovered a point-blank con- 
tradiftion, between the i6th and 17th chapters f. 
Let the reader carefully perufe them, and he 
will find the events lay in this order. David is 
recctamended to Saul as a mufician— Saul make$ 
him one of his armour-bearers, an office perhap? 
fimilar to that of oui* yeomen of the king's 
guard — Saul is cured^ and David is difmiffed, 
probably at his own requeft, and returns to feed 
his father's fheep again. Sometime after this 
the Philiftines invade Judea, and David vifiting 
his brethren, who were now in the army, offers 
to fight Goliath, and is introduced the fecond 
time to Saul, who had perhaps totally forgot him 

* P^ge 24. t ?agc S®, 51. T^Qt^. 
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in the coiirfe of a few years * ^ though it mull 
be confefled^ the hiftoriaw does not fay fo much, 
only that neither he nor Abner pould recollefl: 
the young man's name and family. But making 
the moft of it, what is there incredible in afl 
this ? 

\ I. Is it mcredible that a Ihepherd lad fliould be 
tired of waiting pn an mfane mafter, and wifh to 
return to his father and his flocks ? Or, 

2. Is it ftrange^ that he fhould be difmiflcd 
from court when done with ? 

3. Is it wonderflil that princes ihould forget 
the paft ferviccs of their doirieftics ? Or, 

Laftly, is it impoflible that a growing lad like 
David fliould be fo altered as not to be immedi- 
'ately recollefted, efpecially by a man whofe fa- 
culties l^ad been deranged ? 

If not, where is the cpntradiftion ? where the 

.wonder ? where th? difficulty, of which Mr. P. 

andojthers before hiip have complained fb heavily t 

It Is ftated as a very important miftake f, that 
there is fome variation in the year when Joram 
began to reign— perhaps a little examination 

• Jofephus fays, •* n9t maty years,'* implying there were 
fome. — Antiq. Lib. vi. cap. 9. 

•(• Page 2^. f 
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might explain this*, but it is of no confequcncc—?* 
let us fuppofe for once, that there is a miftake in 
our copies, of two for five, or five for two j Im- 
portant error J Let Infidelity triumph : but let 
her know, that an impoftqr would carefully have 
avoided this f» 

Our eagle-eyed obferver hath difcovered, that 
the two laft verfes o( the 2d. chapter of Chronir 
cles are the fame as the two firft of Ezra ; and were 
attached to the former by the miftake of fame 
tranfcriber. There is no reafonable doubt of 
this \ but the continuance of the error is a proof 
how tenacious the Jews were of their facred writ- 
ings, and how careful that nothing Ihould be loft 
herefrom. 

But we muft admit two blemiflies of more im* 
portance. Firft, tautology : for Genefis and Chro- 
nicies in one inftance, and Chronicles and, Ezra in 
anoUier, relate exaftly the fame things. Secondly, 
variety, which is, when they relate different things, 
as is the cafe with Samuel, Kings, and Chronicles : 
fo that what one omits, the other infcrts, and 
vice vtria. Thus, contemporary hiftorians muft, 

• It is probable theie were two beginnings of IBs reign> 
perhaps he was at firft afTociated in the kingdom with his fa- 
the|. 

t Some MSS. both of Kennicott and De Roffi omit the 
\rQfds '' Jebofliaphat being then king of Judah." 
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neitter relate the fame fadb, nor yet diflfefent ! 
Admirable critic ! 

But they arc all filent of the Prophets *, howj 
filent ? why they mention feveral of them, and 
fbme, feveral times over — a curious filence this ! 
—The objeftton itfclf is however trifling and in- 
(ignificant. 

Our author has taken the trouble of cafting 
tip the names in Ezra and Nehemi^, to Ihew fomc 
arithmetical and literal miftakes ♦ which might 
cafily happen through the lapfe of time: But 
there is no occafion even for fijppofing this.— 
Both writers agree in ftating the whole congre- 
gation to Gonfift of 42,360 perfons, befides fer-- 
vants and fingers. It is true, neither of the ca^ 
talogues of the families ^nount to this total, nei- 
ther do the writers pretend that they do : fo that 
here is neither^ fi^lfehood nor error, except ia 
our author's conception of the matter. The 
omifTion of 11 or 12,000 is eafily accounted for, 
from the fuppofition that thefe were perfons who 
profcfled themfelvcs Jews; but had loil the know- 
ledge of their defcent, and of their family, and 
confequently could not be arranged under them, 
but are included in the total %. 

* Page 30. + Page 36. 

} It may be objeded, tkat fome of thefe are enumerated ia 
the lift who had loft their genealogy— but they were, foch only 
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: The diflFerencc between the two lifts iS too coA- 

* 

fiderable to be entirely accidental j and at this 
diftancc of time it is not wonderful that it can- 
noteafilybe accounted for. Perhaps they were 
not both taken at the fame period. But I con- 
fider none of thefe genealogies^ &c. as the work 
of infpiration, but as copies only of what were 
given in by the proper oflicers. 

"Where Mr. P. learned that " Madam Esther 
^ught it an honour to oflFer herfelf as a kept 
miftrefs to Ahafhuerus f/* I tannot tell, but I 
know that the hiftorian only fays, that fhe was 
brought to the king's haram (orhoufe of women) 
by officers appointed to coUeft all the beautiful 
virgins in his empire. No Angular circumftancc 
in the hiftory of Eaftern tyranny. But this book 
is chiefly to be. admired as (like the hiftories of 
Jofepband of Ruth) it contains a wonderful dif- 
play of divine Providence, and at the fame time 
there is no reafonable doubt of its hiftoric vera- 
city. 
- The book of Job comes n^Kt under our re- 

z,% ''could not Jhtno their de(cent'* hy any written record : 
thofe t refer to went one degree &rther-— they cQold not teH^^ 
they had loft even the trkdition of theiranceftors. There are 
many fuch families now fabfifting in Spain^ Portugal^ and 
even England, 
t Page 37, 

View, 
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yictir^ Mr. P. juftly fays, "It is full of the me- 
ditations ot a mind ftrongly impreffed with the 
viciffitudcs of human life; and by turns fink- 
ing under, and ftruggling. againft the prciFure. 
It is a highly wrought compofition, between wil- 
ling fubmifliori and involuntary difcontent ; and 
fliews man, as he fometimes is, more difpofed 
to be refigned than he is capable of being *." 
So far well : but ftiil the Bible muft be abufed, 
and becaufe it contains one excellent book truly 
thai cannot belong to it; but mull have been 
tranflated from fome antient heathen. Let us 
hear his authorities-— They are Aben-Ezra, and 
Spinofa. The former a paradoxical Jew ftrongly 
inclined to deifm j the latter celebrated for being 
fucceflively a Jew, a philofopher, a pretended 
Chriftian, and an jitheifi. Excellent authorities ! 
but you may know a man by his company and ac- 
quaintance« 

That it was originally an Arabian Poem, is 
thought fufficiently evident from the book itfelf, 
becaufe it contains feveral Gr^^ wordsf . Extraor- 
dinary proof indeed ! Where are they ? In the 
Englilh tranflation ; but not one of them in the 
Hebrew original. How then ftands the argument ? 
The book of Job is a Hebrew tranflation from an 

F Arabic 
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Ardbie original, because the Engli/h tranflation 
contains four or five Greek words ! ! ! Here, I 
confefs,vI am utterly at a lofs which to admire 
moft, the logic, or the learning of our wonder- 
ful Reformer: This is certainly the Age of 
Reafon ! 

Another evidence Job muft be tranflated from 
fome foreign original is, that the charafter re- 
prefented under the name of Satan, does not cor- 
refpond to any Hebrew idea. — Moft learned 
critic ! with, what national idea docs it corre- 
fpond ? 

But this ^* is the firft and only -Ane this name 
[Satan] is tnentioned in the Bible/V— I have re- 
ferred to three other paffages in the margin where 
the fame name occurs even in our tranflation i 
and m books not fuppofcd to be tranflated from 
the Gentiles *. 

To account for the iojtroduftion-of fomie Arabic 
words, it is fufficient to recolleft, that the fpeak- 
crs were Arabians : though the faft feems to be, 
that many of the Eaftern languages (for this book 
contains Chaldee and Syriac words allb) were 
derived from a common fource, and were origi- 
nally the fame i heace in this book, being^ the 
oldeft in the bible, we meet with fcvcml words, 

* See 1 Chron. xxi* i. Pf. cix, 6. Zedi. iii. i. 
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and forms of words, which afterward became ob- 
foletc in Hebrew, and were Only preferred m the 
Arabic, Syriac, or Chaldee dialefts. 

The book of Job " contains no one hiftorical 
circumftance, nor allufton to any, that might fervc 
to determine its place in the bfok *." This is 
a miftake, for there are f<iveral — the longevity of 
Job t — the mention of the old idolatry of the iim 
and moon, and no othclr J — his allufion to tha 
antient method of hieroglyphical writing, or la- 
ther fculpture, in the rock, or on lead§«*and 
fome other circumftances, which all confirm its 
very hi0i antiquity. 

The Psalms are called Pialms of David, be- 
caufe the greater part of them were written by 
him ; there were others, however, by Mofes, 
Afaph, Solomon, &c. As to the vindidive fpi- 
rit difcoverable in fome of thefe poems, I would 
only obferve, that although we 'are bound to 
" blcfs and curfc not i" that precept does not 
bind our Maker : yet his curfes, or thofe of his 
prophets in his name, are fimply to be confi- 
dered as denunciations of his righteous difplea- 
fure againft incorrigible fmners. The 109th 
pfalm, however, from verfe 6 to 19, is perhaps 

• f^ge 39. f Chap. xlii. 16. 

J Chap. xxxi. 26—28. § Chap. xix. 24. 

F 2 rather. 
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rather to be underftood as the langtege of the 
Pfalmift's enemies, than hb own to them, ^s 
appears highly probable, from vfeffes'^, 2> ^^- ^ 
128. and from the change of perfons at verfes 6;, 
and 20. 

The book of Proverbs is fuppoftd to be ^' a 
colleftion, and that from authors belonging to 
dther nations tlian thofe of the Jewifli nation *.'* 
^-The thirty-firft chapter of Proverbs is an evi^ 
dence of this 5 it is there faid (ver. i.) " The 
words of king Lemuel, the prophecy which his 
mother taught him/'— ^^ This Lemuel was noc 
one of the king's of Ifrael, nor of Judabj^ but of 
fome other cottntry, and confequently a G«7/i7<ft.'* 
This is not certain : many have fuppofed this a 
charafteriftic name of fome Jewifh king. But I 
am willing to admit he was a Gentile, like Mel- 
chifedec, perhaps, and fome others. I am glad 
to find the Gentiles had fo good men among thcm^ 
and that they even fomctimes were favoured with 
the fj>irit of prophecy, And I am highly pleafed 
to meet with th^ir infpired productions in the 
Bible. It fhews that the Jews were not the nar- 
row-hearted pepple they have been fuppofed, but 
were glad to embrace truth wherever they might; 

find it. NQr did they coi^clude, becaufe it was a 

> 

• Page 4a t P. }?. 
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good chapter, that it muft hava bttn written byi 
one of their countrymen, and afiix a Jcwifli 
name to it. — ^^ The prayer known by the naniC:. 
of Agur's prayer — (which is the only fenfible 
well- conceived, and weli-cxpreffed prayer in the 
iBible), has much the appearance of being a 
prayer taken from the Gentiles," Why fo ? becanfe 

" This has not any of the marks of being a 
Jcwifti prayer : for the Jews nev«r prayed but 
when they were in trouble, and never for any 
thing but viftory, vengeance, or riches *." No t 
furcly Mr. P. has loft his bible again 5 if not, let 
him read Pfalm xix. 12 — 14, xxi^ii, f— 7. and li; 
throughout: in thefe and many, other parts of 
fcripture he may find Jews praying for pardon, 
peace of confcience, purification of heart, and 
other bleflings very diftinft from thofe he has 
named. 

Let us here admire the confiftency of our au- 
thor. In the former part of the Age of Reafon, 
prayer is ridiculed as " an attempt to make the 
Almighty change hfs mind j-/' and a man of prayer 
is- ridiculed as "a beggar" and ** a mumper," 
whofe "prayers are reproaches," and his "hu- 
mility ingratitude :" Now we find, even in thi? 

• Page 39. Note. f ?• 21. 
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bible> a "/cnfible, well-conceivdd and wcU-cx- 
prefled prayer :" fo then it is zjenfibk thing to re^ 
froqcb our Maker, and attempt to make him 
change his mind ! 

But becaufc this is a ^' fenfible, well-conceived 
and weli-expreflcd prayer," therefore it has^ 
*' much the appearanc* of a prayer taken from 
Ac Gentiles*" What then, did Gentiles pray ? 
Yes : to the Ihame and confufion of modern deifts, 
Pythagoras, Socrates, and Plato (to name no 
more) were men of prayer. 

To me it appears indifputable, that the firft 
twenty-four chapters of Proverbs were written by 
Solomon as they now ftand \ the next five chap- 
ters contsdn a fiipplement of other proverbs from 
the fame author, copied out by the fervants of 
Hezekiah. The two laft chapters were coUefted 
from other authors, Agur and Lemuel : whether 
they were native Jews, or Profelytes, or even 
Gentiles, is perhaps not eafy to afcertain. They 
are compofed of moral truths and refleftions 
which carry their own evidence with them. 

The >b6ok of Eccli^siastjs is allowed to be 
SolonK>n's i and Mr. P.'s charafter of the author 
may alfo be admitted, if inftead of calling him 
" melstncholy,'l we call him pnitent. His view 
of human life is certainly juft ; and fych as every 
wife man would fubfcribe to in the clofe of life, 

however 
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however ftrange it may appear in tne time of 
gaity and diflipation. 

I cannot enter here at large into the defence 
of Solomon's Song : I can only drop a few hints, ' 
and refer to other authors in the margin *. 

1. Moft of the exceptionable forms of ex- 
prcffioh r.re miftranflations, and not in the ori- 
ginal. 

2. Many ideas very indelicate to us, are per- 
feftly conformable to Eaftern delicacy : as many 
things decent with us, would be much otherwife 
in fome countries. 

3. Admitting thefe obfervations, it may alfb 
be Ihewn, that the book abounds with beautiful 
poetic images. 

4. There is therefore no juft exception to fup- 
pofing it allegorical, providing the allegory be 
not extravagant and inconfiftent. 

• See Harmer on Solomon's Song, and Grajl^z Key to the 
Old Teftament. — The author has by hifn a new transitions 
with an expoiicion, on a plan in a great meafare new ; ihoald 
the public Patronage at any time call for this work« he Hatters 
himfelf, it will contain a complete Anfwer to the (heers of 
Infidels^ and fatisfy the wavering Friends of Divine Reve- 
lation, independent of the gratificaticp it may afford to pious 
minds. 
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SECTION IV. 

OBJECTIONS TO THE PROPHETS ANSWERED- 

* Here we Ihall briefly review the prophetical 
books, and confider " the charafter of the men 
called prophets." 

fsAiAH comes firft. ^' Whoever will take the 
trouble of reading the book afcribed to Ifaiah, 
will find it one of the moft wild and diforderly 
compofitions ever put together : it is one con- 
tinued, incoherent, hombaftical rant^ full of extra- 
vagant metaphor, without application, and def- 
titute of meaning : ^fehool-^boy would have fcarcely 
been excufable for y^riixvigfucb Jiuff , it is that kind 
of compofition and falfe tafte, that is properly 
called profe run mad*.** 

Gentle Reader, I have not quoted this paffagc 
to criticize or refute it. I feel it, as I fliould fup- 
pofe every thinking man muft feel it ; an infult 
upon common ferife, and an outrage upon com- 
mon decency. I will on}y contraft thefe defpicable 
obfervations with the reniarks of a writer incom- 
parably fuperior to our Author, both in literary 

* 

• Page4j. 
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tafte and judgment, and who is defervedly ranked 
among the firft of our jirofe claflics. '^ Our 
language (fays Mr* Addifon) has received innu- 
merable elegancies and improvements, from that 
infufion of Hebraifms, which are derived to it 
out of the poetical paflages in holy writ. They 
give a force and energy to our expreflions, warm 
and animate our language, and convey oui* 
thoughts in more ardent and intenfe phrafes, than 
any that are to be met with in our own tongue/* 

The mention of Cyrus by Ifaiah, more than an 
hundred years before that prince was born, has 
always been confidcred as an unanfwerabk in- 
fiance of the truth of prophecy. Mr. P, fcems 
aware of this j and, therefore to evade it, fuppofes 
thofe chapters could not be written by Ifaiah. * t 
cowfcfs this is making ihort work with us, if Mr* 
P^s word was of fufficient authority to be taken: 
but as he is no advocate for implicit faith, he muft 
«xcufe us from crediting his bare alTertion. The 
paflages in queftion, Ifaiah xliv* 26—28. xlv* 
1^—4. not only name Cyrus, and predict his re- 
ftoration of the Jews -, but mention the very means 
by which he Ihould take Babylon, which were ful- 
filled with the moft minute exaftnefs, as may be 
feen in Lowth, Newton, and other writers. Now 

• Page 44. 
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thefe events are all fpoken of as future. ^^ I will 
loofe the loins of kings, to open before him the 
two-leaved gates — I will give thee the riches of 
darknefs — I have even called thee by thy name : I 
have furnamed thee, though thou haft not known 
me."— Now then the argument runs thus, if I 
miftake not — " Becaufe the prophet predifts 
thefe events, he muft have lived after they were 
accomplifhed :" — or, " they muft have been paft 
becaufe they are fpoken of as future."— A kind 
of logic this, with which the defenders of chrifti- 
anity are not acquainted ! 

The next inftance is ftill worfe. The ftory 
(Mr. P. fays) is fimply this. 

'' The king of Syria and the king of Ifrael made 
war jointly againft Ahaz, king of Judah, and 
marched their united armies towards Jerufalem. 
In this fituation Ifaiah addrelTcs himfelf to Ahaz, 
and aflures him in the name of the Lor dy that thefe 
two kings Ihall not fucceed againft him*."— So 
far we agree ; but when he adds that the " ftory is 
foolilh," and that Ifaiah was " a lying prophet 
and an impoftor," we demur; and leaving our au- 
thor in quiet poiTeffion of his polite epithets, ap- 
peal to/iff 2sA common J.nje. 

The faft is, that, according to the Bible Chro- 

• Page 46. 
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nology which Mr. P. follows, this attack of the 
confederate kings, and this prcdiftion of Ifaiah 
happened 742 years before Chrift, at which time, 
according to the author of the fecond book of 
Kmgs, Rezin and Pekah " came up to Jerufalem 
to war, but could not overcome him*." It ap- 
pears, however, that Ahaz, inftead of trufting in 
the word of the Lord, degenerated to the mod 
bafe idolatry, and fent to Tiglath-pilefer king of 
Aflyria, and even gave him the facred treafures 
of the temple to hire his afliftance. Upon this 
the Lord, in the next year (B. C. 741.) per- 
mits his enemies to prevail againft him with a 
great flaughter, and take many captives f : ftill 
however they do not gain their point in fetting 
" the fon of Tabeal" upon the throne of Judah 
— but on the contrary the captives are returned 
with kindnefs, and within the time limited both 
thofe kings are deftroyed J. — Now then where is 
the lying prophet ? 

As to the prediftion of the Virgin, it is admit- 
ted to have its difficulties, and though I do not de- 
fpair of juftifying and fully clearing the inte- 
grity of the prophecy, my propofed limits forbid 
the attempt at prefent." I would therefore only 

* 2 Kings, xvi, 5. f 2 Chron. xxviii, 5, 6. 
I See 2 Kings xv. 30, xvi. 9. 
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remark, that the promifc of Imitianuel (i. e. Jc- 
fus Chrift) of a virgin, was an affurance that the 
houfc of Judah fhould not be totally deftroycd, 
becaufe he was to come of that fannily and fill the 
throne *. 

We come next to Jeremiah : he is charged 
with fhuffling and equivocation, both in his pre- 
diftion and in his conduft. The former is found- 
ed on chap, xviii. 7 — xo, which exprefies in very 
proper and confident language the equity and 
goodnefs of the Deity, who poftpones or revokes 
his threatened judgments againft a nation that re- 
pents f ; and, on a like principle of juftice, defers 
bleffings promifed when the wickednefs, or in- 
gratitude, of a people forfeits thofe promifes. 
This paflage, however, it muft be obferved, re-* 
fers only to the cafe of nations y or the temporal 
concerns of individuals j where the condition of 
obedience is either exprefled, or evidently im- 
plied, as in the inftances of Nineveh J and Ifrael§^ 
This therefore can afford no juft ground for ridi- 
cule or ceilfure. 

* See Loivth in loc. Edwards on Redemption, LondoA 
edit, with notes. Note O. p. 231. 

f I know that fome modern enthufiafts have attempted by 
preference to this text, to fave the credit of their unaccompliflie4 
predidions: but they forget that God defers national judg- 
ments only in cafes of national repentance. 

X See Jonah iii. 4r»rio. iy. 2. § Pf. Ixxxi. 7-^16. 

But 
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But Jeremiah, itisfaid, equivocated to fave bis 
life 5 and 1 believe it would be hard to find a deift 
^hotfould not have done more. We are not oblig- 
ed, however, to vindicate all the aftions of the 
prophets, who, when not under the immediate 
direction of the Spirit of prophecy, were liable to 
the fame weakncflcs as other men. But this 
cafe does not need even that apology . —When 
called upon to relate the converfation between 
himfelf and king Zedekiah, Jeremiah relates part 
only, when he was not bound (except by pru- 
depce) to relate any*. — As to his favouring 
the enemy, it is no farther true than is per- 
fe^ly confiftent with his charafter as a prophet, 
ana a good man. He never betrayed his country, 
nor Maintained treafonable correfpondence with 
the enemy, nor did he difdofethe/ecrels ofthejiate. 

The obfervations on the 37th and 38th chapters 
of Jeremiah contain rather an attempt to make a 
contradiftion, than to detedt one. The fads ap* 
pear to me perfeftly clear, and to lay in the fol* 
lowifig order : The prophet knowing Jerufalem, 
according to his own prediftions, muft fall into 
the hand of the Chaldeans, attempts to remove 
into the land of Benjamin — he is ftopped, and 

• Chap, xxxviii. 27, 8. Mr. P. (p 52) fays Jeremi^ 
did not make fuppllcation to Zedekiah — Jeremiah fays he did. 
See chap, xxxvii. 20. xxxviii, 15, Which fhall be believed ? 
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committed to prifon, under pretence of falling 
away to the Chaldeans, and remains feveral days 
in the dungeon belonging to the hpufe of Jona- 
than the fcribe, which had been made the prifon, 
—The king hears of this, and fends for Jeremiah, 
alleviates his confinement, and orders him to 
be put only in the court of the prifon, and there 
fupplied with food. His powerful enemies apply 
to the king to have him put to death, and he 
(poor eafy man ! ) is obliged to furrender him into 
their hands, who put him into a ftill more mifer- 
able dungeon than before, and leave him there to 
perilh. The ^king, however, informed of this, 
refcues him a fecond time from death, converles 
with him> and then remands him again only to 
the court of the prifon, where he remained till 
Jerufalem was taken, and then received his full 
liberty from the conqueror^ 

This is the fimple ftory of the fcripture, and 
not even clouded with a difficulty : the abfurdities 
and contradiftions of which Mr. P. fo heavily 
complains, I am therefore obliged to place to his 
own account. 

As to the repetition of this ftory in chapter lii. 
I would only add, that the prophecy clofes with 
chapter li. as appears by the laft verfe of that 
chapter. Chapter lii. was therefore added by 
another hand to complete the hiftory. It is purely 

narrative. 
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Narrative, and nearly copied from the clofe of the 
ad. book of Kings, beginning at chap. xxiv. i8. 

But the heavieft charge againft the prophet is 
perhaps yet behind, namely, that he deceived 
Zedekiah with a " falfe prediftion." Let us read 
for ourfelves. " Thus faith the Lord, Behold, I 
will give this city into the hand of the king of 
Babylon, and he fhall burn it with fire : and thou 
fhalt not efcape out of his hand, but fhalt furely be 
taken and delivered into his hand ; and thine eyes 
Ihall behold the eyes of the king of Babylon ; and 
he ihall fpeak with thee mouth to mouth, and thou 

(halt go to Babylon. Yet, faith the 

Lord of thee, thou ftialt not die by the fword ; 
but thou fhalt die in peace : and with the burn- 
ings of thy fathers fo fhall they burn 

odours for thee*.*' 

" Now (fays Mr. P.) infleadof Zedekiah be- 
holding the eyes of the king of Babylon, and 
Ipeaking with him mouth to mouth, and dying in 
peace, and with the burning of odours, &c. the 
reverfcy according to the 5 2d chapter, was the 
the cafe f." Let us compare them. It was faid 
(chap, xxxiv.) the city fhould fall into the hands 
of the king of Babylon, and that he fhould burn 
it with fire. Chap. lii. informs us, that it was fo ; 

• xxxiv. 2 — 5. t Pag« S3' 
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** di€ city was broken up ,'' (vcr. 7O ^^ that they 
burnt the houfe of the Lord, aijd the king's 
houfe, and all the houfespf Jerufalem, with fire." 
(yen 12. i3.)~^Thc former fays, '^ Thou(Zede*' 
kiah) fhalt not efcape, but (halt furcly be taken :*' 
the latter informs us (ver. 8.) ^*They purfued the 
king and took him/ — 'The former fays, '* Thine 
eyes fhall behold the king of Babylon, and he 
Ihall fpeak with thee nwuth to mouth." The 
latter fays (ver. 9.) " They took the king, and 
jcarried him up unto the king of Babylon in Rib- 
lah, where he pronounced judgment upon him/* 
-—The former fays, " thou fhalt not die by the 
fword i but thou fhait die in peace," that is, g 
natural death. The latter fays (ver. 11.) "They 
carried him into Babylon, and put him into pri- 
fon to the day of his death. "-^Nothing is faid 
indeed, as to the odours of his funeral, but, as 
they doubtlefs buried him, that circumftance i$ 
not icnprobable, fmce it is no uncommon thing 
to refpeft a d€;ad enemy. 

Now then, how was the event the reverfe of 
the prediction ? — Every thing fcems to tally hi- 
therto y but, " inftead of his eyes beholding the 
king of Babylon, that king put his eyes out." True^ 
thou fon of Wifdom ! but did it not occur to thee 
that he might fee the king of Babylon firft, and 
lofe his eyes afterwards ? A man of plain, com- 
mon 
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mon fenfc, could hardly have overlooked this> 
but wits and infidels, it feems, do not read like 
other people. But how can it be faid> he died in 
peace ? becaufe he did not die in war^ friend j is 
not that an eafy and fufficient anfwer ? 

Ij muft not leave this fubjeft without retort- 
ing upon this champion of infidelity. I fuppofe> 
after finding fo much fault with thefe prediftions 
as erreoneous, Mr. P. will hardly pretend they 
were forged fubfequent to the event ; and if not, 
how can he account for their having been> as we 
fee, fo accurately fulfilled ? 

There is another circumftance which will give 
additional weight to the above. While Jeremiah 
delivered thefe prediftions in Jefufalem, Ezekiel 
prophefied the fame event in Babylon, only he 
foretold that Zedekiah fhould never fee that city *, 
an event moft exaftly accomplifhed likewife, by 
his eyes being put out before he was carried 
thither. 

We muft now paufe to review Mr. P.'s account 
of the prophetic charafter. In the former part 
of his Age of Reason, he tells us, " that the 
yfordpropbet was the bible word for poet" — to 
which he ftill adheres f, adding the ideas of mufic 
and conjuration i as if all poets were, forfooth, con- 

• Chap. xii. 13. f Page 54. 
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jurors and muficians *. Oh th^ contrary, t H^<J 
affcrtcd, in the fornicr part o^ the j4ge of li^^ 
delityfy *' that the term prophet/' ih the ftripturcsi 
in every, inftance includes the idea of inlpiratioi^y 
real or pretended; fo that when it is applied to af 
mufician or a poet, it alw^rys means an inlpired 
one §. Good manners teaches tat firft to .cKf- 

• Pagcsf- t P- 56. 

§ So Biihop Btillingfleet obfcrves " The frimarj notion of 
a prophet doth not lie in foretelling fiifture event8> but in de« 
daring the mind of God by immediate Revelation." — [Orig, 
Sac. Bk. II. chap, v.] 

There are different words ufed. for prophets and propbefy 
in the OldTeftament. The original term ^as mtn a Seer 
(IhC Voyant) , one mho fees things in a clear and peculiar man* 
ner. [So it is applied to the hawk for his fharp-fightedneis. j 
Hence one who fees divine vifions, [Sep Numb. xxiv. 16.] 
or who fees into futurity* 

nm is nearly of the fame import with the former, and meant 
one who fixps his eyes or attention on particular objedls (as 
flar-gazers). Hence it is applied in like manner to the be- 
holding facred vifions, which mufc neceffarily attradl and 
coniine the attention. 

But the ufual word for a prophet is k*m a prophet, from naj - 
to prophecy, and this from m the radical idea of which word 
I conceive to be, to/wr/Zas the bud of a tree ; to germinate> 
to produce, as a tree, (whether a fruit or other tree), and 
the cc produce, the prcduftion of a tree or plant. 

From the idea of the tree^ being infpiiated with fap, as I 
apprehend, it is applied to the mind being filled with th« 
Spirit—infpired withgrac^, or more generally with thefpiril 

of 
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cufs Mr. P/s arguments, before I prefui^e to 
pffer him my own. 

His firft argument is, ?' hecaufe the books cal- 
led the prophecies are written in poetic language." 
This is admitted in the general of the OldTefta- 
ment; but in the Ne\^, the prophecies are in 
profe-— Ergo, a prophet is a prc/e writer. But, 
fecondly, "Becaufc there is no word in the bible, 
except it be the word prophet^ which fignifies a 
poet:" So there is no other word in the bible 
which .fignifies a politician r ^gOy a prophet fig-. 
Iiifiesapolitician.— By the like rule it mufKg- 
nify a republican, a revolutionifl:, and twenty other 
different things. This I fuppofe is reafonmg ! 

By the confidence with which our critic talks 
of no other word in the Bible fignifying poet, we 
. might have fuppofed him an adept ini the original 
language, had he not undeceived us in the mar- 
gin *. But as it is the Englifli language only on 

of prophef/, and It is from thence I fuppofe naj to prophefy, 
may be derived. — But I fubmit thcfe obfervations to the can- 
dour of the learned. 

From a root of import fomewhat fimilar (ax) is derived the 
word (aw) ufed for divination— becaufc the inipiration of 
evil fpirits, the demons of the Gentiles were fuppofed to fill, 
diftend, their fubje^ls and throw them into convulfions and 

ftrange gefturcs. 

• Page 54. Note. 
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immediately called and qualified by inrpirattoii 
for their work ; nor was this all. Some of t];iei|i 
kept fchools or colleges of learnings called fchoob 
of the prophets, which were the nurieriesof 
icience in thofe timesr In addition to the ftudy 
of nature and the fcriptures, I fuppofe theqi to 
have cultivated poetry, mufic and ^ood »wri- 
ting: and from the£b young men the. Lord gc^ 
ncrally felefted thofe whom he endowed with, she 
Spirit of prophecy ; but not always, for Amos 
and fome others, are inftances to the contrary. 

The prophets generally dclirered their orackd 
in that fpecies of poetry, expUined and elogfuit^y 
^ exemplified in Bp. Lowth's verfionoflfwih :.apd 
I have no objedion to our author's fuppojition^ 
that they frequently delivered them in akindi#f 
chant or recitative, which was the primiuye 
method of finging ; and which, however ibasfge 
it may feem to many, had fomething in it very 
iiatural and agreeable. In a fimilar manner I 
fuppofe tjie chriftian prophets to have extempo- 
raneouily chaunted their pfalms, hymns and (pi- 
jitual fongs. A diftant fimilitude of this cuftom 
is flill preferved both in the Jewilh fynagoguesi 
and Chriftian cathedrals. But to return, it muft 
be recoUefted that the heathens imitated and vio- 
lated almoft every thing facred among the He- 
brews, and their patriarchal anceftors. Hence 

all 



dOf na^mr had* dieir priefts, their facrifices> al:» 
tStfs, tcniplcs, ceremonies, &c. which bore more 
&r Icfe affinity to thofc of divine inftitution. So 
as Jehovah had prophets, in like manner had 
Baal, and his wor(hippers feem to have gloried 
iir the number of their pretended prophets ; who. 
Ihpplied the want of infpiration by enthuCafm, 
tad the power of working miraclea.by inchant- 
mcnt. 

Now if Mr. P. has a mind to fuppofe that the 
ancient bards, as Homer j I^Jiodand others, who were 
always luppofed to be infpired, were derived from 
Ais corruption of the prophetic order, I admit 
the conjefture j and it will account for St* Faul^ 
billing Epimenides, in his epiftle to Titus Jpeak- 
mg of the Cretans,. " a prophet of their own:*' 
i. e. one of their own fort of prpphets. The 
mention of Baal's prophets reminds me of Mr. 
P/s grofs mifreprefentation of jthe prophets^i as 
p6\itic2l tools of party. That there was oppo- 
firibn between them is granted 5 but it was not 
ifittional, between Judah and Ifrael; but between 
the prophets of Jehovah and thofe of Idols j and 
this is a faft fo clear,* that it does not feem eafy 
for any reader to miftake, who is not defirous to 
do fo. — That the true prophets are chiefly found 
in Judah, is accounted for, from that nation be* 
ing the lefs idolati^us. 

In 
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In anfwer to the curjes of the prophets^ I have 
already obferved *, that they were nothing more 
nor lefs, than folemn denunciations againft incor* 
rigible fmners, and imply no more refleftion on 
the charafter of Deity than the ufe of thunder- 
bolts and hail. But it is an awful proof of an 
hardened heart when men jell with thefe tokens 
of divine difpleafurc : fuch referable Solomon's 
maniac, who calls about firebrands, arrows and 
death; and cries " am I not in fportf?*' 

With refpedl to rhe cafe of Eliflia, I am forry^ 
to fay, that our tranflators have evidendy mifun- 
derftood, and mifreprcfented it. Elijah had but a 
little time before been taken up to heaven in a 
fiery chariot i the circumftance foon became no- 
torious. Bethel was a place full of idolatry, and 
the prophet Eliflia, who was now venerable for 
his years and grey hairs, (which always commanded 
refpeft among the antients) going to Bethel is 
befet, not by little children, but by a rabble of 
youth of various ages, perhaps the children and 
fcholars of Baal's prophets J, who ridicule, not 
only himfelf, but his departed mafler, and in fo 

• Above p. 43. f Prov. xxvi. 18. 

\ The original term is very comprchenfive. tanrs youth, 
children, fervant girls and boys. So Parkhurft, Leigh, and 
all the Lexicographers. See alfo Gen. xiv. 24. xviii. 7. 
xxiv. 14. 16, &c. where the fame word is ufed. 

doing 
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iloing Jehovah himfelf. " Go up, tliou bald 
jpatc, go :" — go to heaven after your mafter, and 
a good riddance of you both. Such is the ftile 
of infidel wit in all ages, and I am forry to fay, 
fuch is the ftile of Mn P. who excells in that 
kind of buffoonery, that makes the nioft fcjious 
fubjefts ludicrous, and cloaths them in his own ^ 
fool's coat to laugh at them.'— The prophet curfed 
them in the name of his God, and two fhe bcars^ 
(probably robbed of their young) tore forty and 
two of them to pieces f. 

Having followed our author in this digreflion, I i 
now return with him to confider the remainder of 
the prophets. 

I fuppofe, that the moft ferious readers muft 
fmiie at Mr. P's interpretation of Ezekiel's 
wheels J, and muft confefs him a fit man to com- 
plain of '* romantic interpretations!" — Sleep 
again, thou dreaming philofopher ! till thou canft 
hit upon analogies, at leaft more plaufible ! 

Without entering particularly into the inter- 
pretation of thefc myfterious emblems, I would 
juft obferve in the general, that I conceive the 
wheels to exhibit a grand difplay of the machi- 
nery of divine Providence, and the cherubim of 

t 2 Kings it. 23 — 5. t Page 59. 
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that agency of ihvifiblc beings bywhich it is ac- 
complished. 

If however Ezckiers writings arc to be con- 
(idered as prophecies^ it feems they muft be 
falfei and to prove this Mr. P. cites a fmgle 
verfe as yet^ according to him^ unaccomplifhed. 
The prophet iays of Egypt^ (cliap. xxix. ii.) 
*« No foot of man Ihall pafs through it, nor foot 
of bcaft (hall pafs through it : neither fhali it be 
inhabited for forty years." This, fays our learn- 
ed hiftorian and antiquary, "never came to pafs:** 
then perhaps the time of its fulfillment is not yet 
arrived. However, it is certain that the general 
prophecy, that Egypt fliould be a bafc and tri- 
butary kingdom, and no more recover her an- 
ticnt greatnefs has been moft remarkably ful- 
filled, and is fo at the prefent day; and as the 
above verfe refers to a particular period at which 
it was to be remarkably defolate, this might be 
from die time of the conqueft by Nebuchad- 
nezzar, who carried fome of the inhabitants cap- 
tive to Babylon, and fcnt others into Pontus, 
tintil the time of Cyrus, when they probably re- 
tumecl to their own country i a period diis of 
about forty years ♦. 

Having elfewhere confidered the vifions of 

• See Newton on the Prophecies, Differt. 12. 

Daniel 
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DAunh with fome attention *, I fliall pafs this 
prophet entirel7> and conclude this fedtion with 
a few. additional remarks upon the hiftory of 
Jonah. 

In the former part of the " the Age of Reafon*' 
Mr, P. contents himfclf with ridiculing the ftory 
of Jonah -, but finding that not fufficient to dif- 
credit the hiftory, and that fome of his readers 
will not be laughed out of their bible, he now 
turns it into an allegory, a fable, a fatirc, o 
fomething elfc written by a Gentile, to ridicule 
the Jewifli prophets, and tranflated into Hebrew 
a likely tale truly, that the Jews fhould fo highly 
efteem a fable written in contempt and burlefque 
of their own "prophets, as not only to tranflatCi 
but to incorporate it in their facred canon ! — This 
would be " a whale of a miracle " indeed ! To 
be ferious, however, if we admit the credibility 
of any miracles, I fee nothing particularly excep- 
tionable in the hiftory of Jonah, nor can it be 
given up without giving up alfo the veracity of 
Jefus Chrift, who afferts the leading faft f . 

There are alfo evident traces of the ftory in 
the fabulous hiftory of the Greeks, particularly 
in the ftory of Hercules being fwallowed alive 

• Age of Credulity, p. 13. and feq. 
f Matt. xii. 40. 
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by a fea-monfter, in which he lived three days i 
and in that of Anon thrown over-board by 
mariners, but preferred in fafety by a dolphin ♦. 

The prayer of Jonah is alfo excepted againft^j 
becaufe it is ^' a made-up prayer :*' But are not 
all prayer^ made up ? Difcourfes are made up of 
paragraphs, paragraphs of fentences, fentences 
of iwords, and words of fyllables and letters, — 
It is made up of paffages *« taken from the 
Pfalms :" fo much the better, fbr we admire the 
Pfalms, and would much rather fee a whole book 
made up from them, than with fcraps from Spi- 
nofa, Voltaire, Hume, and nobody knows who ? 
~It is not adapted " to the condition he was 
ip," but only to '^ the diftrefs '* of that condi- 
tion : I muft confefs, I do not underftand this 
diftinftion, but fuppofe it muft be a very wife one 
by the quarter it comes from ! 

Before I clofe this ftftion, there are two other 
aflertions of Mr. P. fo bold and evidently falfe, 
that I know not what to think of his motive for^ 
advancing them. He fays, " it is the fraud of 
the Chrijlian church, not that of the Jews ; and 

• So Lycpphron calls Hercules 

*' That fam'd three- nighted lion, whom of old 
*' Triton's Ciir^harian dog with horrid jaws 
" Devour'd." 

Sec farther Bochart, Vol. III. p 742, ^c. 

the 
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t^^ ignorance and fuperftition of modem, not that 
q£ antient tim^s, th^ elevated thofe poetical gen- 
try into the rank they have fincc had *•" Does he 
mean to fay then, that the Jews ,did not revere 
their prophets as infpired, and that it is only an 
invention of modern Chriftians? I confeis^ I 
cao put no other conflrudion on his words ; but 
then, how came the Jews to maintain this opinion, 
as they do unanimoufly to the prefent day ? Does 
our author think they borrowed it from the mo- 
dern Chriftians ? Or does he think Jofepbus did 
fo, a learned Jew, who flouriflied in the firft age 
of Chriftianity ? He fays, ."We have only two 
^nd twenty books, which c;ontain the records of all 
the paft times : which are juftly believed to be 
divine. And of them five belong to Mofes, which 
contain his laws, and the traditions of the origin 
pf mankind till his death. This interval of time 
was little fliort of 3000 y^ars. Put as to the 
time from the death of Mofes till the reign of 
Artaxcrxes, king of Perfia, who reigned after 
Xerxes, the prophets, who wer^ after Mofes, 
wrote down what was done in their times in thir- 
teen books. The remaining four books contain 
hymns to God, and precepts for the condudt of 
human life. It is true, our hiftory hath been 
written fmce Artaxerxes very particularly, but 

• Page 55. 
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hack not been^eemed of the like authorky wit^ 
the former bj our fore&tbcrs, becai]^ there hath 
not been an exaft fuccefiioa of prophets fince 
that time : and how firmlf we have gpiven credit 
t&theie books of our nadoO) is evident by whae 
we doi for during £> many ages as have akeadf 
pafledj no one hath been fo bold as either to add 
any thing to them, to take any thing from them^ 
OT to make any change in them » but it is become 
natural to aU Jews, immediately, and from their 
very bhth, to efteem thefe books, to contain di-^ 
"Bme d$Sfrine, and to perfifl: b them j and, if oc- 
cafion be, willingly to die for them ♦ ?*' 

Again, fpeaking of the Babyloniih captivity, 
he fays, '^ there is good reafon to believe, that 
not any book in the Bible was written before that 
period f .*' What good reafon Mr. P. may have 
for thb aflertion, I pretend not to conje£hire, 
finee he has been wife enough to keep it to him** 
fclf 3 but I can tell him of fcvcral good reafons to 
the contrary. 

Some of them (hall be taken from the paiTages. 
Mr. P. has quoted to pro^e the firft books 
of fcripture were not written by Mofes, Jofhua, 
&c. Forinftance, Deut. iii. ii. afferts the bed- 
ftcad of Og to be ftiU in Rabbath^ but will Mr. P. 

• Whifton's Jofcphu8 contra Apion, Bk. I. 
t Page 5 7. 
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iiippofe it remained there after the captiyky ?— 
Again fjofhtia xr. 6j. « The Jcbufites dweM 
tmh the children of Judah at Jerujakm unto this 
^.*' Now arc we to fuppofe this written aftet 
the children of Judah were carried to Babylon ! 
if thofe palTagcs prove> as our advcrfary pretends, 
that they were not wri:ten till after the times of 
Moles and Jofiiim, they will farely prove as well 
diat tficy were written irf^re die captivity. Many 
more paflages might be produced, but thefe are 
Mr. P*s own inftances.— There is alfo a ftrong 
internal evidence of the dates of the different 
•books in die ftile of the originals ; but as Mr. P. 
pretends to know nothing of thefe, it would be 
inddnng his ignorance to employ it. So much 
for internal evidence. 

For exteniai evidence, we have remarked, that 
the moft antient heathen writers fpeak of Mofcs 
as a legiflator and a prdiphet» and the author of 
cer^udn books *. Some of ch!em cxprelsJy quote 
him, and others defcribe the origin of die worid 
cad of mankind, in terms analogous t9, or bot^ 
rowed firom, his hiftory ^. 

The feparation^ of the two Idngdoms of llrael 

• Above, P. 19. 
t Sec Stillingfleet^s Orig. Sac. Bk. II. chap- !. Grotias 
de Verit. Lib. I. 

and 
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and Judah, and afterwards of the Jews and Sama^ 
ritans, is an unanfwerable refutation of fiich ft 
fuppofition. The natural jealoufy, not to lay 
enmity, between the two nationis, muft prevent 
their joining in fuch a fraud ; and it muft have been 
detefted by the one, immediately as the other had 
attempted it. 

Now both Ifrael and Judah, the Jews and Sa* 
maritansj alike reverenced the books of Mofes^ 
and though the latter difputed the divine autho- 
rity of the prophets, they never charged them 
upon the Jews as forgeries. The Septuagint 
tranflation being made alfo fo foon after the time* 
the books are pretended to have been forged, is 
another fufficient refutation. This was macie 
about 250 B. C. and at this time the books were 
confidered both as antient arid divine, which is 
impofTible, if the originals had been fo lately 
forged. — But it is, perhaps, paying too much 
refpedt to fo weak and malignant an objedion as 
this, to argue upon it : fihce it was never ftarted 
by the old and bitter enemies of Judaifm and 
Chriftianity, who all allowed the antiquity of the 
facred books, though they denied their divme au- 
thority. 
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SECTION V. 
OBJECTIOKS TO THE NEW TESTAMENT. 

• 

It is, no doubt, very generous in Mr. P. to 
acknowledge, that fuch pcrfons as Jefus Chrift 
and his difciplcs may probably have exiftcd : and 
the more fo, as he appears to concede this of 
mere good-nature, and not from the force of 
evidence : ** It may be fo, and what then* ?'* 
* But fuppofe any writer h^ made the like con- 
ci^flion as to the exiftence of Julius Caefar, and 
had told us at the fame time, that it was ^^ a 
matter of indifference, about which there is no 
ground, either to believe, or to difbelieve," what 
ihould we have thought of his intellefts ? Would 
any fober writer undertake to prove it by hifto- 
rical deduction ? neither will I the being of Je- 
fus Chrift : fmce that is better confirmed than 
the exiftence of any one perfon of antiquity what- 
focver : fo confirmed, that even Mr. P. has not 
the effrontery to deny it ; though at the fame 
time he has not the wit to concede it with a good 
grace i but on the contrary, for this abfurd and 

• Page 65. 
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unaccountable reafon^ that ^^ there is no ground 
to believe any thing about it *." 

As to the genealogies of Jefus, it is evident at 
firft fights that they arc of two families, thofe of 
Mary and her hufband Jofeph ; it is therefore no 
wonder that they differ. Nor am I concerned to 
vindicate them againft cavil and objeftion. I do 
not conceive them to have been endited by infpi- 
ration 5 but to have been family genealogies pre- 
fixed to the gofpels as authorities, to Ihew that 
every way, both really and legally, Jefus was the 
fon and heir of David. 

Neither am I concerned to account fbr the mi- 
raculous conception : it is enoughTor me, in this 
refpedb, that Jefus truly participated human na- 
ture in its original purity. That this could not 
be without a miracle, in its prefent corrupted 
ftate is evident, and therefore, when I am aA 
fured of fuch a miracle, by a writer of whofe cre- 
dibility I am fatisfied, I receive it with ready ac- 
quiefcence, and feel no inclination, as fome have 
done, to fhuffle that chapter out of the New Te A 
tamenl. — As to the indecencies of the ftory, they 
are plainly thp decorations of Thomas Paine, and 
I am forry to fay, difcover a mind ftrangely 
difpofed to defile every fubjeft that he touches, 

• Plgc 65. » 
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IThat '^the Chriftian faith is built upon the 
keathen mythology */' is an affertion cxaftly the 
feverfe of truth, (ince it has been fhewn by 
the ableft writers on that fubjed, that the heathen 
mythology was founded upon facred hillory, and 
upon early difcoveries of the Chriftian faith* 

But we now attend to queftions of more im-- 
(K>rtance ; and the firft concerns the genuinenefs 
of the Gofpels, whether they are, or are not, the 
productions of the individuals to whom they arc 
afcribedi **Upon this point (fays our oracle) 
there is no direft proof for, or againft ; and all 
that this ilate of the cafe proves, is doubtfulnefs i 
and doubtfulnefs is the oppofite of belief f." If 
fo, I am miftaken, for I always confidered, un- 
belief, or rather disbelief, as that oppofite. Sup- 
pofe, for inftance, a propofition is alferted, I 
may take either the negative or the pofitivc, ei- 
ther believe or difbelieve it ; they are the op- 
pofite extremes : but if I doubt it, I take neither, 
but fufpend my judgment between the two. 

That the books of the New Teftament are ge- 
nuine, that they were written by the perfons whofe 
names they bear, and that the books we have, 
are the fame they wrote, we have every proof 
that could be required or wifhcd. Dr. Lardner 

• Page 6s* t P- 69- 
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has exhibited them at length in ekven oftavo iro^ 
lumes ♦ : Archdeacon Paley f has given a very 
judicious abridgment of this evidence, and what 
I can offer on this fubjeft will be little more 
than the titles of his feftions, referring fuch 
readers, as have the opportunity, to thofe ela- 
borate works for the particulars. His propofi- 
tions are the following : 

I. " That the hiftorical books of the New 
Teftament, meaning thereby the four Gofpels> 
and the Afts of the Apoftles, are quoted, or al- 
luded to by a feries of Chriftian writers, begin- 
ning with thofe who were contemporary with the 
Apoftles, or who immediately followed them, and 
proceeding in clofe and regular fucceflion from 
dieir time to the prefent.— The writers here re- 
ferred to and cited, are, Barnabas, Clement of 
Rome, Hermas, Ignatius, Polycarp, Papias, 
Juftin Martyr, Irenaeus, Clement of Alexandria, 
TertuUian, Origen, Cyprian, Eulebius, and fome 
others. A regular feries of writers comprehend- 
ing the three firft centuries complete. 

a. " When the fcriptures are quoted or allud- 
ed to, they are quoted with peculiar refpeft, as 
booksy»/ generis -, as poflefling an authority which 

• Credibility of th^ Gofpels. 
f View of the Evidences of Chriftianity, Vol. I. chap. ix. 
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belonged to no other books, and as conclufive 
in all queflions and controverfies amongft Chrif- 



rians/' 



3. "The fcriptures were alfo in very early 
times, colledted into a diftinft volume :" this ap- 
pears very probably to have been the cafe in the 
time of Ignatius, who lived within forty years 
after Chrift's afccnfion ; and Was moft certainly 
fo before the time of Clement of Alexandria, in 
the fecond century. 

4. " Our prefent facred writings were foon dif- 
tinguifhed b)r appropriate names and titles of re- 
fpeft/* Polycarp calls them Holy Scriptures ; Ire- 
naeus " Divine Scriptures, Divine Oracles, Scrip- 
tures of the Lord, Evangelic and Apoftolic Writ- 
ings, &c. &c." 

5. "Our fcriptures were publicly read and ex- 
pounded in the religious aflcmblies of the early 
Chriftians/* This is proved to have been clearly 
the cafe in the time of Juftin Martyr, A. D. 140. 
and has been regularly continued to the prefent 
day. r 

6. " Commentaries were antiently written upon 
the fcriptures ; harmonies formed out of them ; 
different copies carefully collated; and verfions 
made of them into different languages." The 
firft harmony of the four Gofpels was made by 
Tatian, the difciple of Juftin Martyr, A. D. 170. 

Moft 



' ( 78 ) 

Moft of the fathers wrote commentaries upon tie 
canonical books of the New Tcftament, and fof 
the three firft centuries (with a fingle exception) 
on them onfy. The moft ancient verfion b the 
Syriacy which was probably made m the firft cen-- 
tury, or very near it, and in regular ufe among 
the Syrian chriftians from that time to the pre- 
fent ; and which, as Mr. Paley obferves, though 
unknown in Europe till within the laft 200 years, 
*^ differs from ours very little, and in nothing 
that is important," except that it omits the Re- 
velation of St. John, and fome of the fmaller 
epiftles, which were probably not then written, 
or at leaft not current. 

7. " Our fcriptures were received by aa- 
cient chriftians of different fe6ts and perfuafions,* 
by many heretics as well as catholics, and were 
ufually appealed to by both fides in the contro verifies 
which arofe in thofe days.'* The feftarifts here 
inftanced in, were Bafilides, the Valentinians, 
the Carpocratians, Montahifts, Sabellians, Dona- 
tifts, Arians, &c. This propofition is moft emi- 
nently true of the hiftofic books. 

8, " The four Gofpels, the Afts of the 
Apoftles, 13 epiftles of St. Paul, the firft epiftle 
of John, 4nd the firft of Peter, were received 
without doubt by thofe who doubted concerning 
the other books, which are included ia our pre-^ 
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fent canon." This is proved from Jerome, 
Origen^ Dionyfius and Eufebius, 

9» ^* Our hiftorical fcriptures were attacked 
by the early adyerfaries of chriftianity, as con- 
tuning the aecounts upon which the religion was 
founded.*' This is particularly" fliewn from the 
writings of Celfus, in the fecond century. Por- 
phyry in the third, and Julian in the fourth, who 
conftantly refer to the fame books which we ufe> 
particularly the Gofpels. 

ID. *' Formal catalogues of authentic fcrip- 
tures were publifhed, in all which our prefent 
iacred hiftories were included." Mr. Paley cites 
the lifts of Origen, Athanafius, Cyril of Jerufa- 
iem, the council of Laodicea, and feveral others. 

II. ^^ Thefe propofitions cannot be predi- 
cated of any of thofe books, which are commonly 
called apocryphal books of the New Teftament.'* 
—It is to be addei^, however, that even thefe 
apocryphal writings proceed upon the fame fun- 
damental hiftory of Chrift and his apoftles, as 
that which is difclofed in our fcriptures i and 
(iifFering only in leffer circumftances. 

This is the chain of evidence which fupports 
the aiithenticity of the Gofpels j after this fhall 
we be again told that, " There was no fuch book 
in the New Teftament, till more than three hun- 
jijrcd years after the time that Chrift is fald to 

haye 
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objc Aion into a note, and I fhall throw my anfwcr 
into another *• 

The various readings of the New Tcftament, 
^fFeft none of its fundamental fa6l:3 or doftrinesj, 
^nd indeed chiefly concern the orthography^j 
"idiom, or other matters of very inferior and in- 
confiderable importance, Thefe therefore need 
not detain us. 

Let us now proceed to Mr, P'§ grand argu-r 

• Mr. P. quotes from Boulanger, who qaotes from St. Au- 
gu(line> who quotes (to refute) fome obje&ions of this kind 
from one Faufte^ [he means Faufius\ a M^xuchean. The f(d« 
lowing pafTage (p. 86.) ha^almofl as many errors as words; I 
notice fome which will be fuiHcient to fet aiide the whole. 
♦* The Manicbtions [which muft mean the Manichees^, orMa- 
nichcans] who forme4 a very numtrous feS at the commenci- 
^//7/ofchriilianity9 [then of courfe they could not be chrif* 
tians ; for they muil have exifled hefori chrifiianity> or xktf 
could not be *' numerous," much lefs 'very numerous at its 
commencement : the faft is, they arofe in the 2d century; but 
never were 4fery numerous— they however, it is faid, '' rejefte4 
^ falfe, all the New Teftament.*' This is erroneouj, for this 
fefl, who were more infidels than chriftians, believed in two 
gods, a good flnd evil one, and rejefled the Old Tefta- 
ment, yet " received, (fays Dr. Lardner) moft or all the 
fame books of the New Teftamenx which the catholics re- 
ceived." (See Paley's Evidences, Vol. I. p, ?8i.) But this 
is to be underftood with the exception, in fon^e degree of 
Fauf.us, and a few other individ^ials. ** The CorintbUns^^ 
in the next claufe^ould be Cerintbians :-rrand fo this note goes 
on, lying and blundering to the end : the blunders I fuppofe^ 
to be Mr. P.'s ; th^ f4rehood^, I hppe, ^r^ pnly borrowed. 

pi^nt. 
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iiicnt> founded on the difcrepances, or variations 
of the evangelifts ; removing two or three abfur- 
dities, which appear'to.be Mr^ P's blunders, in the 
margin *i I would .however premife* 

I. That the gofpels were .never intended for 
diftihft and compleat hiftories of Ghrift's life 5 
but rather as memoirs^ reciting fuch fads and dif- 
courfes as fell under the particular obfervation of 
each, moft interefted their attention, or beft fuited 
their particular defign* 

2* That neither were they intended to foriji 
one complete narrative. Though it is probable 
that the latter evangelifts had feen the former, 
yet it does not appear that either wrote with the 
other before him, except perhaps in the inftance 
of Mark and Matthew. They were alfo written 
at different times and places, the authors having at 
the time they v/rote, for the moft parti no cor- 
refpondence with each other. 

3. That though they were all written with one 

* For inftance, Matthew' fays, the angel announced the 
conception to Jofeph, Luke to Mary i but is it 'not pofliblc 
that an angtfl might appear twice ?— ^Again, when Herod flew 
the babei of Bethlehem, Mr. P, wonders what became of 
John ; but who told him John was born at Bethlehem ? — So 
Mark fays it was the third hoar (namely, fi om fun rife)' 
when Chritt was crucified. John fays, it was the fixth hour 
[of the preparation of the paffover, which began about three 
O'clock in the morning ;] both of thefe agre^ to nine o'clock 
of our reckoning. 
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grand view, to recommend the truth of chriftF- 
anity, yet it is likely they had alfo diftinft ob- 
jefts in view. Matthew probably wrote in He-- 
brew (perhaps both in Gred<i and Hebrew) and 
his objeft feems to be,, to prove the meffiahfhipof 
Jefus according to the method of the Jews, by 
analogy wrth^ and quotations from,^ the Old Tefta- 
ment. — John is fuppofed to have written his 
chiefly witli a defignto oppofe the error of fome 
fuppofed chriftians, who degrade a the charafter 
of his Divine Mafter : he confequently feletfts 
fefts> and ufes language adapted to advance his. 
divinity. — St. Luke was a fcholar, and is admitted 
to have written better Greek, and, to have paid, 
in general, more attention to chronological order 
than the others • 

All thefe circumftances confidered, it cannot 
be wonderful, that there Ihould be fome varieties 
and apparent contradictions, which at this diftance 
of time it may not be eafy to reconcile. But what 
fays Mr. P ? 

He lays: " it down as a pofition which cannot 
be controverted, that .... the difagreement of 
the parts of a ftory proves the whole cannot be 
true *.'" This propofition is (perhaps ftudioufly) 
ambiguous.. If it mean that the difagreement 
between the parts of a flory proves^ that all thoje 
diiagreeing 'pflrts cannot be true, the propofitioa 

• Page 66. 

is 



( 85 ) 

IS true enough, but little to the purpofe; becaufc 
it may be certain that Chrift was crucified and 
rofe again, though there fliould be fome qucf- 
tion as to the precife hour of the one, or in 
fome particular circumftances of the other. But 
if it mean that the difagreement of the parts of a 
ftory prove the whole to be falfsy the propofitbn 
is evidently wrong, as we have juft obferved. 
Many of the moft indubitable fafts of hiftory, have 
circumftances attending them which can by no 
means be cleared. 

On the contrary, there cannot be better proof 
of the certainty of a fa6t, than its being fo re- 
lated by different authors, to prove that they never 
compared notes, or copied from one another, but 
that each wrote independently of the reft. 

In this view I might claim an argument for the 
truth of chriftianity even from the difcrepances 
of the gofpels i and I could ftrengthen this argu- 
ment, by fhewing that the contradiftions are ap- 
parent only and not real, and that all the varia- 
tions may, with a little attention, be perfedtly 
harmonized. We might compare thefe hiftories 
to a diffefted map, and if the various circum- 
ftances could be made to unite like fuch parts of 
a map, I think we fhould not be far from demon- 
firating their credibility. Let us apply this n>e- 
thod to a finglc faft, the refurreftion of our Lord. 

IvlATTHEW. 
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MATTHEW. 

' CHAP. XXVIII. I, &C. 

No. I. In the end of the fabbath, 
as the firft day of the week be- 
gan to dawn, came Mary Mag- 
dalen,and the other Mary, to the 
fepulchre, and found the ilone 
rolled from the mouth of the 
iepulchre. 
II. (Omitted.) 



[N. B. The numerical letters in this 
harmony .'refer to the different circum- 
ftances : the figures to the verfes of the 
refpeftiTe chapters.] 



III. 5 — 7. They fee an angel, 
who comforts them, that Jefus 
was riien, and going to Galilee, 
where his difciples ihould meet 
with him. 

IV. They run, with a mix- 
ture of fear and joy, to the di- 
fciples ; but meet Jefus by the 
way. 

V. (Omitted,) 



VI. (On-itted.) 



VIL 16-^17. The difciples 
go to Galilee, where they fee 
Jum as wsis appointed. 
iS, HecemmiMom them to 
vreach the GofpeL 



) 

M A R K; 

CHAP. XVI. I, &C. 

No. I. When the fabbath wa3f 
paft, Mary Magdalen, and other 
women *, brought fpices to the 
fepulchre, juft as the fun was 
rifing, and 

4. Found the ftone rolled 
from the mouth of tlie fepulchre. 

IL '(Omitted.) 



[•By comparing thefe Gofpels, it ap- 
pears that the women came not, all to the 
fepulchre together ; Alafy Magdalen 
and the other Mary came before tht fun 
rofe, when It was yet rather dstrk ; Sa> 
lome and fome others, who brought thtf 
fpices, beini^ loaded, came fomewhati 
later, juft as tht fun was rifing.] 

III. 5. Entering the fepulchre 
ihe fees an angel, who 

6, 7. Comforts the women, and 
afTuere them Jefus would meet- 
his difciples in Galilee* 

IV. 8, 9» They run away 
trembling to the difciples, but 
by the way he appears toMai^j 
who 

V* (Omitted.). 

10, II. Goes and acquaints 
the. reft of the difciples, but they 
believe not. 

VI. 1 2. He appears to two di- 
fciples going into the country. 

1 3 . They report it to the reft 
of the difciples, who ftill be- 
lieve not. 
VII. 14, 15. Appears to the 
apoftles and difciples at fupper, 
and commiffions them to preach 
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LUKE. 

CHAP. XXIV, I, Sec. 

No. I. Very early the firft day 
of the week Mary Magdalen 
jand other women came to the 
/epukhre, and 

2. Found the ftone rolled 
^way from its mouth* 

II. (Omitted,) 



[N. B. Matthew and Mark inthe fol- 
Ijowing Account mention on^ angel^ Luke 
'and John tivo ; this is no contradiction 
(fince two includes one)t^hough we n)ay 
pot be able to give the reafon of this dif- 
ferente.] ^ 



III. 4. Entering the fepulchre 
they fee twp angels, who 

5-^8. Comfort the women, 
afTuring them that Jefus would 
meet his difciples in Galilee. 

IV. ^^10. They return to 
tell the reft of the difciples, 
who believe not. 

V. 12, But Peter runs [a 2d. 
time] to the fepulchre, fees only 
the cloaths, and retunis won- 
dering. 

VI. 13 — 32. Appears to two 
difciples going to £nunaus> and' 
flops to fupwith them, 

33 — 35* They return to Je- 
rufalem, apd acquaint the reft. 

VII. 36. Jefus appears to the 
apoftles and others, and commif* 
lions thpm to prfsacl^ the Goipel. 



JOHN. 

CHAP. XX. I, &C. 

No. I. The firft day of th« 
week M. Magdalen came to the 
fepulchre while it was yet [fome- 
what] dark, i^nd feeththeftonc 
rolled away from its mouth. 

11. 2. She runs immediately 
to the apoftles Peter and John. 

3—8. Peter and John rim to 
the fepulchre : John gets there 
firft, and looks in ; Peter comes 
up and goes Mt in, and then 
John follows ; both fee nothing 
but the tomb and grave- cloaths, 

10. Both return and go away, 

III. 1 1 . M. Magdalen having 
this while ftood weeping with- 

' out, now looks in, and fees 

12, 13. Two angels, who en- 
deavour to comfort her ; but 

IV. 14. Turning back, ihe 
fees Jefus, whom flie takes for 
the gardener, till 

16, 17. Hedifcovershimfelf, 
18. Mary goes to tell the 

other difciples that (he had feen 

the Lord. 

V. (Omitted.) 

VI. (Omitted,) 






VII, 19. The fame evening 
Jefus appears to his apoftles, 
&c. and commiflions them tq 
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Since I fkctched the above harmony from a 
careful comparifon of the Evangelifts themfelvcs, 
it has given me great fatisfadtion to find my own 
ideas co-incide very nearly with thofe of Mr. Weft 
and Dr. Doddridge, particularly in the cir- 
cumftance of Peter going twice to the fepulchrc; 
the firft time upon the report of its being empty, " 
and the fecond time, upon hearing of the angelic 
appearances : firft to examine the tbmb along with 
John, and the fecond time by himfelf to fee the 
angels ; a circumftance fo much in union with 
the charafter and difpofition of the Apoftle, that 
I wonder it did not occur to former commentators. 
And by this natural fuppbfition, I think myfelf 
fully juftified in faying that not only are all the 
Evangelifts agreed, but agree infuch a manner as 
can only be accounted for by admitting the reality 
of the faft, and the veracity of the relators. 

Had the evangelifts invented the ftory in con- 
junction, they would certainly, like other impof- 
tors, have been careful to agree better in the 
circumftances : had they invented feparate and 
diftinft tales, it is hardly poflible that they fhould 
have agreed fo exaftly in the fafts. So that their 
harmony in all the leading fadts, and the eafy 
manner in which the circumftances may be made 
to coincide, is with me a ftrong argument of the 
credibility of the whole. 

We 
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We have indeed been afked upon this fubjcft 
by Mr. P. and others^ with an air of triumph, 
why did Jefus appear fo often to his difciples^ and 
never to his enemies, or to the nation at large * ? 
lanfwer, for the cleareft and moft fadijfadory 
reafon in the world. He appeared repeatedly 
to them for their fatisfaftion and confolation. He 
did not do fo to his enemies, nor to the people at 
large, becaufe his appearance was not intended 
for their conviftion or converflon. Many were 
juftly given up to their own obdaracy of heart and 
having finned (as 1 fuppofe moft deifts will ac- 
knowledge) in the crucifixion of Jefus againft 
every proof of his iftuocency, they had no claim 
to the brighter evidences of his refurrcftion. This 
was not indeed the cafe with all : but thofe that 
were converted, it was not by the perfonal fight of 
Jefus, nor merely by the miracles of his Apoftles, 
but by that " foolifhnefs of preaching " by which 
God is plcafed to fave them that believe f . 

As to pofterity, I have fhewn in my former 
pamphlet, that the evidence required would have 
made little or no difference to us J. 

With refpeft to the poffibility of a refurreftion, 
and the ridicule beftowed on that fubjcft, and oit 

* AgeofReafoiij part i« page 6. 

f I Con i. 21. 

X Age of Infidelity, part i. page 6i 

M St. Paul's 
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St. Paul's reafoning thereon t I ftall rccommcncf 
to Mr. P. the mafterly treatifc of Mr. Ditton on 
the refurredlion^ and when he cs^n refiite his ar^ 
guments^ it will be time enough to laugh at oui^ 
credulity *. 

As to his impertinent qucftions, concerning th^ 
dead faints that arofe with their Lord, as well as 
refpefting the future refurreftion, I think it fbf^ 
ficient to refer our learned Querift to a maxim in 
fome of cur Englifh fpelling books, which perhaps 
may have fallen within the compafs of his readmg. 

** Qucftions may be propounded by a fool, 
*• That na wife man can anfwcr fdr his foul.** 

• Mr. P. cites Matthew xxviii. 9—15 for two porpofes. 
The words (verfe 15) "until this day" he cites tp prove 
them not written by Matthew. But fix or (even years after- 
wards feem fufiicient to account for the expreffion. But how 
to account for Mr. P'fr making Matthew anfwerable for tho 
foily of the Jews, in reporting and believing the fttry there 
related^ I cinnot tell; becaufe I am unwilling to call it a dc- 
figned and malicious mifreprefentation. If fome where fools 
for telling and others for believing fuch a tale, what wa» 
that to Matthew? He fimply fays they did fo, and we have= 
other teitimonies of the fad. (See Doddridge in Loe.) 

There is another way ftill more fatisfadlwy to myfelf ; to 
account for the former difficulty, but I would mention it with 
dii&dcnce. I fuppo e Matthew to have been written originally 
in Hebrew about A. D. 38, and to have tranflated his own gof- 
pel into Greek with fome variations and additions, about 65^ 
at which time perhaps this chufe might be inferted. 

I cannot 
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I cannot here enter into the juftification of aU the 
epiftolary writings of the New Teftament, nor has 
Mr- P, ftat^d any objection that merits a diftinft 
arifwcr*. But it may be thought proper to notice 
the method he takes to deftroy the credit of two of 
the principal apoftolic writers, Paul and Peter. 

Peter abjured his Matter. The fad muft 
neither be denied nor foftened. His intimate friend 
and companion Mark, who is fuppofcd to have 
written at his elbow, reprefents it in the ftrongef]: 
light and probably by his exprefs diredion. " Yet 
(feysMr. P.) we are now called upon to believe 
this fame Peter, convi6ted, by their own account of 
perjury* For what reafon and on what authority 
ftionldwedo thisf?" For the bcft reafon, and on 
the beft authority, in the world. 

Had Jefus Chrift been an impoftor, and Peter 
concerned in the deception, or deluded by him, 
^18 was the fitteft opportunity for him to with- 
draw. He had already deferted his Matter, 
cfcaped his danger, and could have no worldly 
temptation to go back. His return then is full 
proof of his fincerity. Peter's conduft is there- 
lore better witnefs than he coirid have given in 

* Tb thofe who wifh to invcftigate their ir caning and au- 
tkenticky I weuld recomir.end Doddridge's Fa nily Expofitorj 
4id tsiey*9 Horse PaAihas. 

f Age of Reafon, part 2, page 71. 

M 2 ^ words 
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words. But what did Peter dcrty ? not the dmnc 
charafter and miffion of his Matter, but only that 
he belonged to him. Cowardly behaviour, it is 
true ; but ftirely well compenfatcd, by the devo- 
tion of his remaining life to labours, fufFerings, 
^nd death in his caufe and fervice. And his 
future teftimony is rather ftrengthened than other- 
wife, when all the circumftances are confidercd. 

The attack upon Paul's credibility is ftill more 
extraordinary*. 

*' He does not pretend to have been witnefs to 
any of the fcenes told of the refurreftion'and the 
afcenfion : ' ' — Nor do we pretend he was fo. ^^ He 
declares that he had not believed them;" True, 
before his converfion ; it would have been very 
ftrange if he had. He did not believe the re- 
fiirreftion of Jefus, till he faw him rifen, and 
heard him fpeak from heaven: but becaufe he 
did not believe without evidence is that a reafon 
he fhould not believe with? The more incre- 
dulous he was beforehand, the more credible is 
his* teftimony afterward. His charafter f " has 
in it a great deal of violence and fanaticifm**— he 
was " a zealot"—" Such men arfe never good 
moral evidences of ariy doftrines they preach/' — 
What then, to be a good moral evidence of a fa6t, 
^ man muft be cool, or indifferent^ and only half 

♦ Page 89^ t P- 90^ 

beUevc 
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b^cvr k! Bat if he is fincere^ confidenr, and 
xcalocB to iminnpn a fa& widkh Ids own ctcs and 
cais bsve wxtxieflbd, he caa ntTcr be ^^ a good 
iiic»;al evidence V 

Howerer, as my Emits forbid enlar^ng oa this 
fdbgc&, I beg karc to refer my readers to die 
manlr 2iid judicious obiervatioos of the late Lord 
littlHm OQ the cooverfioo of St. PauL 



SECTION VI. 

OF THE IXSPIRATIOV OF THE SCltlPTUllES. 

Hitherto our enquiry has been confined to the 
credibility of die fcripture ; we now advance a ffccp 
6rther to prove them ntjpired*, and that if they 
are credibk they are divine, for this plain 
reaforx— they claim divinity. The fiifts lay thus : 

I . The prophets of the Old Teftament claim 
it. The Lord fpake to Mofes, we are told, and 

* 'By in/firatioM it is fofficient that we here anderftand that 
degree of divine influence which is neceflary to lead into divine 
trnth and preserve from error, which is conunonly called an 
iDfpinition of faperintendeocy, thoi^h in the prophetic parts 
we moft (bppoTe fimethii^ mart. SSee Doddridge's Diflerta- 
tion on Infpiration^ Fam. Expof. Vol. II. and Calamy's Serm. 
on Inipiiatien. 

Mofes 
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Mofes to the people, ** The Spirit of the Lord 
ipakc by me, fays David, and his word was upon 
sny tongue*.*' And the fubfequent prophets 
conftantly preface their prediftions witli a '*Thus 
faith the Lord." — " Hear ye the word of the 
Lord,'* and the like. At the fame time they 
predi(5ted events which cannot be accounted for 
without admitting this principle^ and confirmed 
hem by working miracles, 

2. This claim is recognized by Jefus Cbrift^ 
and the New Teftament writers. The former 
recommends the fearciiing of the fcriptures f , and 
fpeaks of them as abundantly fufiicient for the 
conyiftion and fatisfaftion of ingenuous minds. 
Nay our Lord faith, " if they hear not Moles 
and the prophetl neither will they be perfuaded 
through one arife (torn the dead :j; !" And folemiily' 
aflurcs us tliat nothing prcdidked in the law Or the 
prophets fhall pais away ^* untill all ihaUl be fut* 
fflled§/' 

St. Paul highly recommends the holy fcriptures 
cHfthe Old Teftament, and affures us that "all fcrip- 
ture is given by infpiration of God, and is profit- 
able for doftrine, reproofi corredionH" — and fo 

forth. 

St. Piter in like manner afferts^ that " No pro- 
phecy of the fcripture is of any private interpreta-- 

♦ 2. Sam. xxiii. 2. fjo^n v. 39. j Lukcxvi. 31. 

§ Matt. y. 17^ i8. || zTim. iii. 15— 17. 

don 
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tkm [or authority] for the prophecy came not in 
eld time by the will of man ; but holy men of God 
Ipake as they were moved by the HoIyGhoft*." 

3. The Old Teftament prcdifted a continuation, 
or father a great encrcafc and enlargement of the 
Spirit's influences under the New Teftament dif- 
penfation. " I will pour out my Spirit upon all 
Bttti, and your fons and your daughters fliall pro- 
phecy J your old men Ihall dream dreams ; your 
young men Ihall fee vifions: and alfo upon the 
fervants^ and upon the hand- maids m thofe days, 
will I pour out my Spirit f.'* 

4. Jefus Chrift himfelf claims the fame and 
ci^efi fuperior authority. •* The words which 1 
fpeak unto you, I fpcak not of myfelf : — The 
word which you hear is not mine but the Father's 
who fent me." And the fame Jefus> though the 
perfection of mecknefs and humility, repreftnts 
himfelf, in his prophetic charader, as greater than 
Jonah, greater than Solomon J, greater thaa 
Jacob, or any of the ancients [. 

5. Jefus Chrift promifed to communicsi^te 
the like divine powers to his apoftles,^ and to 
qualify them as infpired writers. " He that be- 
lie veth on me, the works that I do fliall he do alfo^ 

• 2 Peter i. 19 — 21 — See alfo i Peter i. ic — 12. 

f Joclii. 28, 29.— i-Sec alfo Ifa. liv. 13. 

J Matt. xii. 41, 42. II John iv. 10—24. 
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and greater works than thefe fliall he do, becaulfe 
I go to my Father. — The Comforter, which is the 
Holy Ghoft, whom the Father will fend in my 
name, he fhall teach you all things, and bring all 
things to your remembrance, whatfoever I have 
faid unto you*." 

6. The New Tcftament writers themfclves 
claim this infpiration and infallible direftion, both 
in their public difcouries and written epiftles. For 
inftance, 

Paul fays to his Corinthian converts, ^^ My 
fpeech and my preaching was not with enticing 
words of man's wifdom, but in demonftration of 
the Spirit and of power. — Now we have received 
not the fpirit of the world, but the Spirit which 
is of God 3 that we might know the things which 
are freely given to us of God ; which things alfo 
welpeak, not in the words which man's wifdom 
teacheth, but which the Holy Ghoft teachcthf."— 
" If any man thinketh himfelf to be a prophet, or 
fpiritual, let him acknowledge the things I write 
unto you are the commandments of the Lord J." 

St. Peter exhorts believers to " be mindful of 
the words which were fpoken before b> the holy 
prophets, and of the commandment of us the 
apoftlesof the Lord and Saviour.'* And he i^aks 

• John xiv. 12—26. f X Cor. ii. 4-^1 3» 

I 2Pet6riii. 2, 15> 16. 

of 
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with •• sac odaer fc:^x,j : g s ^/" 



•3^ ^nnn^if 2n^ ci^ ucc i^.^C!ii *ii_5j^r 

cooccms as iodh^iuilf . Piui ii-rrfort wit^jtjcd 
Peter to the trr, " bccsuie h- wis ro be blancd /' 
and wlicn he Jpciks of his pr!\-2:c conctrr-s and 
prodendal adricc, 2cc jcurrJrs, he ufcs terms that 
plainly imScstc, he c}A not apprrhcnd h^mitlf in 
thcie inftanccs alwzvs under an ictailible diitc* 
tionf • At the fame tunc thcfc particular cxccp- 
tionsj form an important argument in tavour of 
die general rule: for ifhewasat no time inipirtd, 
Ivfaere is the propriety of thefe exceptions ? 

I will conclude this feftion with remarking, 
that, although we believe the whole fcriptures to 
be infpired, yet we do not confider this fiiith of 
equal importtoce as applied to all the parts of it. 
The leading fa6l:s> and fundamental truths of the 
fiible^ cannot be denied without renouncing chrift- 
ianity : yet there ai-e fome paftictilaf paflages, and 
even whole books, both in the Old Teftament and 
the New (as Canticles and the Revelation) whofr di - 
vine authority has been doubted, by many good 
men> tho' We think tvithout any fufficient rcafon. 

* i, Petet iii: 2, 15, 16. f Sec (among other plftccj) 

1 Cor. i. i6« iv. 19. vii. 2j,a6. Philip, ii.19, 23, 24, 

N SECTION' 
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SECTION VII. 

OF DEISM, COMPARED WITH CHRISTIANITY, 

We muft confefs Mr. P. is not quite fo unge- 
nerous as fome infidels : While he endeavours to 
deprive us of one religion, he offers us another, 
pure deifm for vital chriftianity : and while with 
one hand he takes away the Bible of Revelation, 
he prefents the book of Nature with the other. 

But let us paufe a moment. — If I miftake not 
greatly, f urc deifm, or the belief of a God, is 
included in chriftianity as a firft principle; and 
forms an eflential, though but a fmall part of it. 
Here then our adverfary imitates the generofity of 
a polite and humane highwayman, who, having 
robbed a paflenger of a purfe of gold, returns 
him a lingle guinea, for his expences : fo Mr. P. 
after robbing us of our creed, returns us the firft 
article (" I believe in God") for our fupport and 
confolation. Let us examine this, and fee if by 
the aid of his reafon we can believe a part greater, 
and better than the whole. 

The firft recommendation of deifm is its fim- 
plicity. ** It is certain that in one point all nations 
of the earth, and all religions agree; all belipve in 
a God. The things in which they difagree are the 

redundancies 
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redundancies annexed to that beliefs and therefore, 
if ever an univerfal religion Ihould prevail/ it will 
not be believing any thing new, but in getting rid 
of redundancies." A happy expedient this t6 
produce a univerfal religion, and founded in fa6t, 
and in the knowledge of human nature ; for, taking 
things as they are, the lefs there is in your religion, 
the more univerfal it is like to be ! 

This getting "rid of redundancies" is alfo an 
admirable mean to efFeft this end ! Some chrif- 
tian divines, for inftance, have got rid, firft of 
the Trinity, fecondly, of the atonement, third- 
ly of original fin, and fo on, fourthly, fifthly, and 
fixthly, till they have got rid of all the redundan- 
cies which incumber chriftianity, and brought it 
down to the fyftem of the pagan philofophers. Still 
however there is room for reduftion. Socrates, 
Plato and Cicero, had many redundancies; for 
inftance they believed in the doftrincs of provi- 
dence, of the immortality of the foul, and of di- 
vinen influences; now then, with Mr. P's help, we 
may get rid of thefe redundancies alfo, and come 
down to the fingle article of believing in a God. 

What an improvement, by the way, it would be 
if this fame method of getting rid of redundancies 
were applied to the fciences, geometry for inftance ! 
There are a great many problems and comical 
figures in Euclid's elements ; but the moft perfedt 
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figure is a circle : away then with your anglesj aa4 
triangles and quadrangles -, a circle is the figure for 
me, bccaufe it is the moft firople, the moil perfe<9^ 
?ind the moft complete, and all the reft are but rcr^ 
dundancies ! 

This happy expedient might alfo tfe applied tO 
the liberal arts^^the languages, &c, ''4dapi| Lftherf 
ever was fuch a man," certainly jiever troubled 
himfelf with fuch a mujtitude and ^onfiifipn of arts 
^rjd fciences, as w^ haye at prefcnt. } ftrongly fuf- 
pe6t he had not fo mych as a '^ Parfon's learning^" 
^nd I am certain he ^ever learned "hie, hsec, 
hoc." Let us return, then, to the primitive 
fimplicity, lop off all redundancies, " believe^ 
as Adam belieyed/* and guard againft innovations; 
either in fcience or religion. Moft certainly 
we fhall find two advantages — our knowledge 
will be eafy to acquire, and cafy to defend : Since 
the lefs any man has to • lofe, the lefs caufe faa; 
he to fear a jobbery. 

But, in ferious truth^ is pure deifm> fo perfcftly 
free from difficulty, as our friend Pj would lead 
us to fuppofe ? If lam not deceived, it is liable^ 
more or lefs, to every objeftion he raifes againft 
chriftianity and the bible. J-ct us review them. 

I. The fcriptures are faid to be obfcurCj^ 
ambiguous, unintelligible^ and liable to be de- 
praved and mifunderftood, through the lapft of 
time, the yiciflltudes of language, and the errors 
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of copyifts arid tmnflators. On the other hand 
we arc informed, *^ The creation we behold is the 
fver-cxifting wordofGod^ in which we cannot 

jlE DECEIVED*.** 

It is a common riiiftakc with deiftical writers, 
to eftimate patural religion according to the fyf- 
tems of chriftian divines, as Wilkins, Clarke and 
Wollafton, who borrowed moft of their ideas 
from Revelation ; and then to boaft of " the pure 
gnd fimple profeflion of deifm." — It is alfo unfair 
in this cafe to recur to the beautiful, though im- 
pcrfeft fchemes of theology adopted by Plato, 
Cicero, Porphyry and other elegant and enlight- 
ened heathens, who derived great part of their 
knowledge, , if not immediately from Revelation, 
Ht leaft from tradition ultimately derived there- 
fron). 

To judge accurately, and impartially, of what are 
it:alled the principles of pure deifm, we fhould 
place ourfelves in the fituation of thofe who never 
l^^ard of divine Revelation, aqdwho know nothing 
of religion and a God, but what they derive from 
the volume of the creation. But alas ! how 
painfiil is the refleftion ! the bulk of thefe are 
funk into the groffeft ignorance, and the moft 
Ihocking idolatries and immoralities. Let us, 

• Age of Reafon> part i, page 54, 55. 
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however, chufe a favQurablc fpecimen of deifm 
from the reafoning of an intelligent Grcenlander, 
who gave the following account to a chriftian 
miffionary after his converfion to chriftianity. 
" It is true, (faid he) we were ignorant heathens, 
and knew nothing of God or a Saviour; and in- 
deed, who ihould tell us of him till you came ? 
But you muft not imagine that no Greenlander 
thinks about thefe things. I myfelf have often 
thought a Kajaky (a fifliing boat) with all its 
tackle and implements, does not grow into exift- 
ence of itfelf, but muft be made by the labour 
and ingenuity of man : and one that does not un- 
derftand it would direftly fpoil it. Now the 
meaneft l^ird has far more fkill difplayed in its 
ftrufture, than the beft Kajak; and no man can 
make a bird : but there is ftill a far greater art 
fhewn in the formation of a man than of any other 
creature. Who was it that made him ? I be- 
thought me that he proceeded from his parents, 
and they from their parents : but fome muft have 
been the firft parents 5 whence did they come ? 
Common report informs me they grew out of the 
earth: but if fo, why does it not ftill happen 
that men grow out of the earth ? and from whence 
did this fame earth itfelf, the fea, the fun, the 
moon and ftars; arife into exiftence ? Certainly 
there muft be fome Being who made all theft 
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things i a Being that always was, and can never 
ceafc to be. He muft be inexpreffibly more 
mighty, knowing and wife than the wifcft man. 
He muft be very good too, becaufe that every 
thing that he has made is good, ufeful and ne- 
ceflary for us. Ah, did I but know him, how 
would I love and honour him ! But who has feen 
him ? Who has ever convcrfed with him, none 
of us poor men. Yet there may be men too, 
that know fomething of him. O that I could 
but fpeak with fuch! Therefore (added he) as 
foon as ever I heard you fpeak of this great Being, 
I believed it diredlly with all my heart j becaufe 
I had fo long defired to hear it *." 

This anecdote (hews the limits of mere reafon 
and the utmoft extent of natural religion ; which, 
when it has difcemed a God, and that he is great, 
and wife, and good, can go no farther, except it 
be to difcover that we are finners, and to conjec- 
ture the poffibility of a future ftate, or as Mr. 
P. cxprefles it. " That the power that gave us 
cxiftence is able to continue it." But what that 
future ftate may be, and whether God wiD cer- 
tainly forgive oiTending man, and on what terms, 
or to what extent— alas ! '^ this deponent faith 
not." 

- • Crant2*s. Hift. of Grecnrand. Vol. L Book iii. chap. ^, 
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But, perhaps the philofophers can infotni lis i 
ah no! They talked, indeed, " about it ancf 
about it," till they reaforied themfelves iiito ahtioft 
univerfal fcepticifm* Upon their firit grand 
enquiry, the fummum btmumy or chief happiricfs^ 
of man, hardly two of them could agred : if they 
talked of the unity of God, they fpcculated irtto 
atheifm *: they differed even upofl die nature of 
vice and virtue, and often miftook one fof the 
other f • Upon forgivenefs of fins> djcy were 
almoft filent : and when they came to the immor- 
tality of the foul and a future ftate, they hefitated, 
paufcd, and the wifcft of them faid: " Let tisf 
wait for wifdom from on high J." 

This laft refleftion leads me back to the in- 
genuous Greenlandcr, who appears in this re- 
fpeft, to have been as wife as Socrates. He faw, 
however, nothing abfurd or incredible in the idea 
of a divine Revelation ; nay, he felt the want of 
it, and chcerfull7 embraced it, as in his view, the' 
^^ one thing needfuF* aud defireable- 

I conclude this article, with comparing the ob- 
fcurities and difficulties in the different volumes 
of Nature and Revelation : thofe of the latter, re- 

• See Apthorpe's Letters oa the Prevalence of Chrif- 
tianity^ P. 2 1 8. & feq. 
t See Leland's Neceffity of Divine Revelation. 
{ Plato in Akibiades^ 2. 
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Ipcft chiefly points of chronology and antiquity, 
poetical allufions, and grammatical niceties: thofe 
of the former, relate to the nature and perfeftions 
of Deity, the means of pardon, the firft prin- 
ciples of morality and a future ftate. Need I 
afk, which doubts are the moft important ? 

Let us now proceed, atoning for the length of 
this argument by the brevity of the following. . 

2. Chriftianity is objefted to as a fyftem of 
myfierieSy and full of apparent contradictions . 
—Be it fo. So is nature full of myftery. Man is 
a myftery to himfclf ; the nature of God, a myf- 
tery to us all. Providence is full of myftery \ 
ytd,, of apparent]incon{iftenciesj and many of the 
ways of heaven appear to the wifeft of us. 
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Puzzled in mazes and perplexed with errors. 



3. The religion of the bible is faid to htfar- 
iial, and to reprefent the Deity as partial, for- 
merly to the Jews, and now to chriftians. Let us 
for argument fake, at leaft, adiliit this; So is 
nature: " In all the difpenfations of Providence, 
(fays Mr. Soame Jenyns) with which we are ac- 
quainted, benefits are diftributed in a fimilar man- 
ner; health and ftrength, fenfe and fcience, 
wealth and power, are all beftowed on indivi- 
duals and communities in different degrees, and 
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at different times *.'* The like difference is ob- 
fervable in the different climates of our globe j 
one nation is placed beneath a burning fun, ano- 
ther amid the frozen fnows ; while others are vi- 
fited alternately with confiderable degrees both of 
heat and cold. 

4. And lafUy. The bible is charged with being 
a fyftem of cruelty and oppreffion : So is nature : 
and with this difference, that whereas the maf-- 
facres and cruelties recorded in fcripture, arc 
many of them, at the fame time, condemned in 
the fevercft language, thofe of nature are under 
the inlmediate fanftion, and in many inflances ef- 
fefted by the immediate hand of God himfelf. 
Refieft but a moment on the many fpecies of 
animals, birds, and filhes, which fubfift upon 
each other, or upon mankind. Then carry your 
ideas to ftorms and tempefts, hurricanes, whirl- 
winds, innuiidations, earthquakes, volcanoes, (to 
name no more calamities) and fay, is not nature 
full of violence, cruelty and death ? 

This is fufhcient to filence deifts, but left at 
the fame time I open the mouths of atheifts, I 
jnuft obfer\T, that none of thefc objcftions, eih 
ther to nature or revelation, formidable as they 
may fcem, are yet unanfwerable : and moreover^ 

• Icteiual £vidtace> siKtdit. jk i72« 
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that the anfwers which are conclulive in the one 
cafci are fo alfo in the other. 

To the obfcurity, myftcry and apparent incon- 
fiftency of nature^ we reply, that thefe objec- 
tions arife from our own ignorancfe and imperfcft 
view of things ; and that the inconfiftencies and 
contradiAions, are not real but apparent only: 
and the fame anfwer applies to the fame charges 
againft Revelation. 

To the partialities and apparent cruelties in na- 
ture, we reply by referring to the fovereignty 
of God : and the fame anfwer is quite as full 
to the like charges againft the volume of divine 
Revelation. — ** I am the Lord: I kill, and I 
make alive, I make peace and I create evil." 
— " He doth whatfover pleafcth him in the ar- 
mies of heaven, and among the inhabitants of the 
earth.*' 
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Section vni. 



OF THE EFFECTS OF CHRISTIANITV. 

The cflFcfts of chriftianity have generally been 
Coxiiidcred as unanfwerable arguments in its fa- 
vour: but Mr. P. it feems, thinks differently, 
and wiflies to turn the tables upon us, by proving 
ihsix chriftianity is, in its effe<fls> inimical to the 
happinefs and beft interefts of mankind. As this 
is a queftion of great importance, let us treat it 
with a ferious diough brief attention. 

I . Mr. P. reprefents chriftianity as the parent 
of ignorance, and a check on the progrefs of hu- 
man fcience *; and it is no uncommon thing for 
deifts to boaft as if they only were men of genius 
And underftanding, and wifdom would die with 
them. Let us venture the comparifon. Bring 
forth the infidel geniufcs of the laft and prcfent 
centuries. Enumerate them : In England, Her- 
bert, Hobbes, Shaftlbury, Bolingbroke, Hume, 



• See.Age of Rcafon. Part I.[Eatpn^« edit.] p. sj- 
Part II. p. loj. 

, Chefterfield, 
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Cheflerfield^ Gibbon> and a long et cetera i itt 
France, Rofleau, Voltaire, d'Alcmbcrt, and the 
whole tribe of revolutionary philofophers.— Let us 
fee If chriftianity can boaft names like thcfe ; but 
at the fame time let us remark, that chriftianity 
refts not on the authority of names, but on the 
rock of truth : we ufe this only as an argument 
ad hominem. 

Let us begin with Bacon, the great Lord Ba- 
con, to whofe name, perhaps, fcience has more 
obligations than to any other. " He ranged 
through all arts and fciences, Ihewed wherein they 
^ were dcfeftive, chalked out the method how they 
might be improved, and the advancement rf learn- 
ing that hath been made fince his days, hath bccix 
made chiefly in purfuance of his fchcmes. His 
writings have done infinite honour to the nation i 
and in all of them there is a great fpirit of piety 
and religion, and we plainly fee his reverence for 
the fcrtpturesy in his frequent alUifions to them, 
and citations from them. His noted maxim inis> 
that ** A little philofophy inclineth man's miiid to 
^theifm i but depth in philofophy, bringeth men's 
minds about to religion*."— A thought very 
happily expreflcd by one of our modem poets : 

• Sec Bp. Nc^^ton's Works, VoL III. p. z6$. 
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** A little learning is a dangerous thing : 
" Drink deep, or taftcnot the pierian fpring : 
'^ A (hallow draught intoxicates the brain ; 
'■ But drinking deeply fobers it again*/' 

The Hon. Robert Boylb, was an experimentat 
philofopher of the firft refpedability, the patron 
of fciencc and alfo of chriftianity. He Ipent 
moft of his life and great part of his fortune, in 
promoting the interefts of chriftianity, and the 
knowledge of the fcriptures; in commendation 
of which he wrote an exprefs treatife — " Of the 
Style of the Scriptures." 

Sir Isaac Newton is efteemed the prince of mo- 
dern philofophers, and his difcoveries have been 
the admiration of all Europe. This great man, 
(^who will be admitted to have known as much of 
aftronomy as Mr. P.) in all his refearches into 
nature and the fyftem of the univerfe, had a 
' view to the advancement of religion ; and could 
not difcover any inconfiftency between fcience 
and chriftianity ; but> applying himfelf to the ftudy 
of the bible, endeavoured to vindicate its pro- 
phecies, particularly thofe of Daniel, againft the 
attacks of unbelievers. Little wits, and minute 
philofophers, rejedt the fcriptures with contempt 
and ridicule j but Newton had them conftantly 
before him, and preferred them to all other 
writings whatfoever f • 

• Pope. t Gcn.pia, 
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John Sblden, Efq. is celebrated as one of 
the greateft fcholars and antiquarians, and one of 
the moft eminent conftitutional lawyers of his 
time ; in which refpcft, it is enough to fay he was 
the advocate of Hampden, and had a confider- 
able hand in drawing up the Bill of Rights. 

This very learned man, whom Grotius ftiled 
the honour of the Englifh nation, as he drew 
near his end, declared that, " notwithftanding he 
had been fo laborious in his enquiries, and curious 
in his coUeftions, ^ and had poffefled himfelf of 
a treafure of books and manufcripts upon all 
ancient fubjefts: yet he could reft his foul on 
none fave the fcriptures : and, above all, that 
paflage lay moft impreffive on his mind. [Titus 
ii. II — 15.] " The grace of God, which bringeth 
falvation, hath appeared unto all men j teaching 
us, that, denying ungodlinefs and worldly lufts, 
we fhould live foberly, righteOuflyand godly in 
the prefent world ; lookmg for that blefled hope, 
and the glorious appearing of the great God and 
our Saviour Jefus Chrift ; who gave himfelf for 
us, that he might redeem us from all iniquity, 
&c.*. 

John Locke, Efq. was certainly the firft of 
modern writers on metaphyfical fubjcfts ; and is 

• Sec Watfon's Trails. Vol. I. p. 209. 
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was rather the period than the commencement of 
*' the age of ignorance/* 

Mr. P. doubtlefs has his proofe for dlis aflfer- 
tion : let us fee them. Had Newton, Defcartes, 
or Franklin lived 300 or 400 years «^, it is 
to be fuppofed, they would have been martyred 
for their difcoveries — becaufe Galileo was ef- 
teemed a heretic for rejefting the PtokMnaic fyf- 
tcm in 1610. Be it foj this was not the com- 
mencement of chriftianity. Well, but Vigilius 
was condemned for aflerting the antipodes in the 
5th century. * True, but neither was diis the 
commencement of chriftianity. 

•Mr. P. has, however, very wifely omitted to 
inform us, that thb Vigilius was a churchnnm and 
a bi(hop ; a faft which gives me the opportumty 
of remarking, that from the commeircement of 
chriftianity, literature, die foiences, and even fSeit 
arts, have been nourifhed in the church, and htd 
many of their brighteft ornaments among its 
fons. And who, give me leave to aflc, were d« 
principal agents in the revival of literature in 
the 15 th century ? Where they not Eraimus, La- 
ther, and others, who had been bred in the bofom 
of the church ?— So far is Chriftianity from being 
inimical to Science, that they have flouriihed or 
decayed together. It was the fuppreflion of the 
fcripturcs that introduced the ignorance and bar- 
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inriiiB of eke middle ages s and tfadr idbnrdion 
(as I nrnj call it) was the itliineAiaii alio of Iker- 
and fiacDoe, as Mr. P. himiell acknow- 



Soppofe, however, the age of ignorance had 
'^ conunenced with the ckriltian fvftem," would 
this prove chriftknity to be the caide ? Cer* 
tainly not. To charge it thereupon is to copy the 
condud of thofe heathens, who charged upon 
die primitive chriftians all the plagues, ftornis, 
and public misfortunes, which happened in their 
time; and we know the character of thefe ac- 
cufers. 

a. Chriftianity is fuppofed to be alfo hoftile 
to the prefent comfort and felicity of mankind, 
and that in different reipefU. For inflance ; 
the doftrine of " redemption by the death of the 
Son of God," is reprefentcd as Ihocking to all 
the feelings of humanity, and the diftates of 
common fenfe *. It is alfo aflerted to be fabu* 
lous, and that there is no foundation in reafon, 
or in faft, for the fcripture notions of atonement 
And mediation ; but, on the contrary, " that man 
ftands in the fame relation to his Maker he ever 
did ftand fince man exifted, and that it is his 
greetteft con/elation to think fo. f" 

• Age of Reafon, Part I. p. jS, 19. t ^^' P **• 
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Is it (6 ? Then doubtlcfs this will be the 
beft fupport not only in the trials of human life, 
but even in the profpeft of death itfelf : for it is 
then that confolation is moft eminently to be de- 
fired: 

*• A death bed's a detefter of the heart •." 

Let us compare a few inftances of Deifts and 
Chriftians in this important fituation, and fee 
which fyftem affords the moft folid confolation. 

My firft extraft fhall be from the eccentrical 
RossEAU. " Let the laft trumpet (fays he) found 
when it will — I will approach with this book 
[meaning the memoirs of himfelf] in niy hand, 
to the tribunal of the fupreme Judge.— I will fay 
boldly. Here are the records of what I have done, 
of what I have thought, of what I am. — I have 
declared my virtues and my vices with the fame 
opcnnefs— I have concealed nothing — palliated 
nothing j I have Ihewn myfelf guilty and vile, 
.when I was really fuch ; I have difclofed the in- 
ward retirements of my heart, as they lie open 
to thee, O eternal Being !— Gather together 
around me, the innumerable multitude of my 
fellow-creatures— let them hear my confeflion— 
let them blulh for my unworthinefs— -let them be- 



• Df. Young. 
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Wail all the variety of my wretchednefs — but let 
each in his turn, lay open his heart before thy 
throne, and then let any man dare to fay to thee— 
/ was better than that man * . " 

What this poor man will do in the laft judg- 
ment remains to be feen ; what he did in the 
hour of death Ihall be here fubjoined. Very 
near his end, he faid to Mrs. Roflcauf— *^ Ah, my 

# 

dear, how happy a thing it is to die, when one 
has no reafon for remorfe or felf- reproach." 
Then addreffing his Maker, he faid, " Eternal 
Being ! the foul that I am now going to give thee 
back, is as furcy at this mopienty as it was when it 
proceeded from /^^^ /-^-render it partaker of thy 
feUcity!*' 

I am not bound to reconcile thefe inconfift- 
cnt paffages ; but I cannot view without ftiud- 
dering, a man who could not deny that he had 
vicesy and who confefTed his unwfw^tbinefs, and that 
(in Ibme inftances at leaft) he was guilty and viU — 
fuch an one tell his Maker, that his foul was, in 
the article of death, as pure as when it pro- 
ceeded from him ! Is not this charging God with 
being the author of his w^i? and as having made 
him vile and ^/«7/y?— This is carried ftill farther 
when he fays, " how happy a thing it is to die, 

• Pallifoc's Eulogium. See Month. Rev. Feb. 1779. 
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wlien one has no reafon for remorfe and fclf-rok 
proach i" A dying infidel^ though vicious, guilty, 
and vile, has ^^ no reafon for remorfe or felf*re« 
proach:" Howfo? Becaufe he lays it on his 
Maker $— -This, I fuppofe, is one of the bleifed 
efFefts of pure deifm. 

The following infirance is yet more {hocking. 
Voltaire is well known as one of the chief wiu 
and infidels t>f France. His charafter is very 
happily comprized, in a fhort extempore epigram, 
by Dn Young. 

«' Thou art fo witty, profligate and thin, 

•• Thou fccm*fl a Milton, wiih his Diotb and &«/'' 

Voltaire had exprefled, it feems, his wi0i to dk 
a chriftian — a wLSi common indeed with all men 
biit ah ! how vain ! — He wiihed to die a chrif- 
tian and a catholic, merely, it fhoukl ieern for dir 
fake of chriftian burial. The archbilhop had 
been confulted, who infifted on a written cony- 
feffion i the Abbe Gautier had prepared one and 
began to read it. — ^' I con&fs I have maKcioufly 
hhfphemed Jefus Chrift.'* — He ftarted with 
Tiorror. — " That's enough for to-days let Us 
have no bloody icene'' — alluding to his fpitdng 
blood. 

The curate of Sfc SWpice, when the wit was 

very 
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yivf near lus end, gained admittance and ap* 
proaehed faim with a trembling voice — *' Sir, dn 
jrou acknowledge the divinity of Jcfus Chrift i*^ 
Toltaire, extending his arms, exclaimed: — ^^ la 
the name of God, fir, do not mention ibat fnMk 
name to me !" Thefe were his laft words ^^ 

Thofe who know any thing df the hiftory of 
vtcal religion, know that the laft hours of this 
unhappy infidel^ might be contrafted with a |^at 
number of inftances of the happy deaths of chrii^ 

mm* 

• When they hear him txdaim— ^* Don*t men* 

Aoti 4bai ma»*s name to me,' ' dicy will fecolteft 
i' the maftyr who died fhoutkig in die &mm cjf 

8a»difiekl :---(' None but Chfiftl None but 

Chrift f/* 
When they refieft on his chamber, they w3t 

pfobal^y pecoUeA that witty and piH3fiigftte'|ieer 

(L{>ni Rothe^r) who, in tht laft centui^ died « 
[ , convert and a penitent, and who in his Mt deyft 

and moments warned His infidel acquaintance: 
I " O remember that you contemn God no mere i 

He is an avenging God, and wffl viiit ydu for 

your fins ; and will, I hope, in mercy touch your 

confcience as he has done mine." 

• Li£t, tranflated by Moake* 
f laml^eri. SeeFox'^Martyri. 
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He lamented that vain and falfe philofqphy 
((that of Hobbes) which had undone him and 
many more. He now cxpreffed a ftrong cfteem 
for thofe fcriptures he had fo often ridiculcdi 
jmd evidently faw their divine ufcfulnefs and ex? 
ccUency j and all the apparent abfurdities and 
ppntradiftions he had been ufed to be offended 
with .90W vaniflied, and he died in the fulkft and 
happied affurance of the mercy of God in Chrift 

Jefus*, 

Many who read the Impious rant of the fcep- 
^calrRoOcaiP, will alfo re fled on the innumera* 
bk inftances on record of the tranquil, pious, and 
I nwy.add, triumphant deaths of chriftians ; who, 
inftead. df vaunting their own perfcftion, when 
they have been hardly tolerable members of fo- 
Kietyti h^^^» ^^^^ ^^^^^ of purity and benevo- 
leaoe, acknowledged their own weaknefs and im- 
pcrfeftion, and trufted to the mercy of a faithful 
(Creator'— ^of a compaffionate Redeemer ; and ra- 
tified the truth and reality of chriftianity with their 

parting breath. 

I have cited above the dying teftimonies of 
Sclden and Addifon, and I have elfewhere pro- 

• Account of the Converfion and Death of Wilmot, Earl of 
Rochefter, by Burnet, and r uneral Sermon, by Parfons. 

t Witnefs Rofleau's Confeffion. See Encyclop. Brit, in 
Rojfeau. 

' ferred 
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ferred a confidcrable number of uncxcq)tian- 
able witneffcs to the fame cfFeft *. 

Moft memorable are the words of the learned 
Dr. Leland, who, after fpending a long and.ir-^ 
rcprovablc life in the fervice of chriftianity, clofcd 
it with the following energetical expreflions : 

" I give my dying teftimony to the truth of 
chriflianity. The promifes of the gofpel are my 
fupport and confolation. They alone yield true 
fetisfaftion in a dying hour. I am not afraid to 
die. The gofpel of Chrift has raifed me above 
the fear of death, for I know that my Redeemer 
liveth/' 

Nor are fuch inftances confined to divines and 
men of learning; 1 could produce many, even, 
within my own knowledge, of tradcfmen, me-, 
chanics, and poor labouring men ; yea, of wo- 
men and children, who have died fo happily, as. 
no deift that has not feen, will either conceive 
or credit ; fmce nothing of that kind can be ex- 
pefted upon any principles, but thofe of chrif- 
tianity ; becaufe there is no other fcheme pre- 
tends to exhibit fuch a caufe for triumph. 

• Sec Hiftoric Defence of Experimental Religion. Vol. II. 
Particularly under the names of Hooker, Father Paul, Span-' 
heim, Du Moulin, Claude, Donne^ Uiher, •Owen, Harr.ng- 
ton, Bruen, Hopkins, Edwards, Dykern, Ha li burton, 
Hervcy, Topltdy, ;Roinaine, Rowe, &c. 

Q^ 3. Another 
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3* Another objcftion againft chriftianity is, 
that it is narro* in its principles, unfujtable for 
pra6lice, and defeftivc or abfurd in its morality^ 
Mr. P. fays, "It renders the heart torpid, or pro- 
duces only atheifts or fanatics. As an engine of 
power, it fcrves the purpofes of defpotifm ; and 
as a means of wealth, the avarice of pricfts ; but 
fo far as concerns the good of men in general, 
it leads to nothing here or hereafter*." 

What fliali we fay to fuch wild declamation as 
this ? Chriftianity produces atheifts, or elfe fena- 
tics — it freezes the heart to dead torpidity, or 
heats it to enthufiafmj and yet, " it leads to no- 
thing here or hereafter," Suppofe, fome worthy 
difciplc of the fame fchool was to write a Philippic 
againft the fun, and tell us that it either heats the 
earth, or elfe cools it ; that it either hardens it, 
or elfe foftens it : and yet it produces juft no ef- 
fcfts at all. What anfwer could we give to fuch 
a philofopher ? — Shave his head to be furc, poor 
man, and Ihut him up in the dark. 

But, excufing the incohcrency and inconfiftency 
of tliis rant i let us compare the particulars with 
fa£ls. 

It renders the heart torpid." — Witnefs (not 
to repeat any of the names already recited) Penn, 



I to repe 



AgeoEReafon, Farlll.. PageiOs. 

Gouge, 



^ 
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Gouge, Firmin, Tillotfo;n, Hanway, Hollis, 
Howard, Thornton, and thoufands more bene- 
faftors of mankind ; were thefe rendered torpid 
by chriftianity ? or Ihall ^we deny that they were 
chriftians ? Either would be equally true with Mr, 
P.'s aflertion. 

Chriftianity " produces atheifts !" Yes! as the 
fun produces darkncfs— by its abfence. But fome 
chriftians turn atheifts. That may be; but they 
^ways paf& through deifm. Thus lays the down- 
ward road— -from true chriftainity to falfe— from 
thence to deifm — from deifm to atheifm. And \ 
%m. forry that Mr. P. has given me this occafion 
to remark, that he is himlelf far upon the road, 
r When he wrote Common Senfe in 1775, ^^ 

catdd quote fcripture as frequently, and appa- 
feotly with as much fatisfadion, as a chriftian 
prkfl:. He thcw propofed that, on the folemn 
feftival of American independence, the charter, 
cr declaration of her rights and liberties fhould 
' ' be brm^ht fi^rward, and placed upon ^* the cii- 

vine law, the word op Gpo," as its beft foun- 
dation and fupport. In 1790, when he publifhed 
the firft part of his Rights of Man, he could ftiU 
quote fcripture to ferve his own purpofes. Part 
IL the following year, fhewed an indifFcrency to 
all religions ; and rcprefentet^" the great Father of 
air* aspleafed with the variety of devotions, falfe 

Qji as 
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as well as true, which arc in the world. In anothtr 
year or two comes *^ the Age of Reafon/' part 
the firft. Still the author, though he treats the 
fcriptures with very fcurrilous language, profeffes 
a high degree of veneration for Jefus Chrift, 
both as a man and a preachen Part the fecond, 
however, queries even the exiftence of this vir- 
tuous and aimable charafter, burlefques his 
origin, and ridicules his fufferings. To borrow 
Mr. P.'s own language*. " There is fcarcely an 
epithet of abufe to be found in the Englifh lan- 
guage, with which he has not loaded" the fcrip- 
tures and the facred writers, " Every thing that 
rancour, prejudice, ignorance, or knowledge 
[no : I beg his pardon : knowledge is out of the 
queftion : but every thing that ignorance] could 
fuggeft, are poured forth in. the copious fiiry" 
of more than loo pages. ^^ In the ftrain and 
on the plan," Mr. P. was writing, he might 
have written a thoufand. Nor does he ftop at 
the fcriptures ; he ridicules every idea of perfonal 
devotion, prayer, or praife, and in fuch a tem- 
per rannot be far from the fpirit of atheifin ; nor 
would it at all furprize me to hear he was arrived 
there ; fo true is the remark of one of our apof- 
tolic writers, that " Evil men and feducers wax 
worfe and worfe." ^ 

• Rights of Man, Part L page i. 

Chrifti- 
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' Chriftianity "Icdds td nothing here or hereafter:** 
It teaches us, indeed, "to deny all ungodlinefs 
and worldly lufts (or defires) and toKve foberly, 
rightcoufly, and godly, in the prefent evil world :'* 
~but thcfe things are nothing to the profeffors 
of pure deifm. It teaches us alfo to look *' for 
the blefled hope and the glorious appearing of 
the great God and our Saviour Jefus Chrift'*— and 
this too is nothing with the profeffors of pure 
dcifm : verily, I believe it. What is morality, 
or a future ftate, to a man who renounces Chrif- 
tianity ? 

** As an engine of power, it ferves the purpofes 
of dcfpotifm "—which deifm cannot be made to^ 
do. This we will examine in the next article ; 
in the mean time I confefs, thou^ I am not the 
advocate of eftabliflimcnts, I would rather pay 
a fet of ferious and good men to teach morality 
to the poor once a week, than others to play 
merry-andrew tricks in a theatre ; or employ 
common ftrumpets to aft the parts of goddefles 
of Liberty and Nature, as has been done in the 
civic fcafts of the wife philofophers of France. 

Upon the fubjeft of morals^ I believe Mr. P. 
would not be wife to venture a comparifon. Among 
the deifts I am • acquainted with, I know many 
men of honcfty and honours benevolent, ge- 

ncrous^ 



p 


Thia book In 
Mk 


under nn oiroumataacca to be 
en from the BuUdin^ 


:■ 


; ■ill 








f,;! 






















4 


















^ 








~~-~-^ 


, 






~^ 


\ 




'% 


&. 






1 






1 


















^ 




1 


^3 


^ 



fcrfc-.i':;.i..*'S!ffl 



